
Congressional Record
UNUM

E PLURIBUS

United States
of America PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 108th

 CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

b This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., b 1407 is 2:07 p.m.
Matter set in this typeface indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor.

.

H3721 

Vol. 150 WASHINGTON, THURSDAY, JUNE 3, 2004 No. 76 

House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. 
Rabbi Joui Hessel, Washington He-

brew Congregation, Washington, DC, 
offered the following prayer: 

God of all people, we thank You for 
all that is good in our world. We ac-
knowledge Your sovereignty and ever-
lasting presence in our lives. Bless us 
as we commit ourselves to continuing 
Your work of creation. For our com-
mitment to social justice and peace is 
our task, and You our guide. 

Allow our Nation’s leaders and its 
citizens the opportunity to work to-
gether in an effort to create a world 
filled with righteousness and peace. 
Bless our magnificent country, that it 
may always be a stronghold of peace 
and its advocate among the Nations. 
May satisfaction reign within its bor-
ders, health and happiness within our 
homes. Strengthen our relationships 
among the inhabitants of all lands, so 
that we may work together for peace. 

Blessed are You, God, who grants us 
life, sustains us and enables us to work 
for a better tomorrow. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-

ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to clause 1, rule I, I demand a vote 
on agreeing to the Speaker’s approval 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Speaker’s approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. MCNULTY. Mr. Speaker, I object 
to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 346, nays 47, 
answered ‘‘present’’ 1, not voting 39, as 
follows: 

[Roll No. 223] 

YEAS—346 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 

Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 

Forbes 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutierrez 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hensarling 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 

Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moore 

Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Quinn 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 

Ryun (KS) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Saxton 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Whitfield 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wynn 
Young (FL) 
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NAYS—47 

Baird 
Baldwin 
Bell 
Cooper 
Costello 
DeFazio 
English 
Filner 
Ford 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Gutknecht 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hefley 
Hinchey 

Hooley (OR) 
Hulshof 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Larsen (WA) 
LoBiondo 
McDermott 
McNulty 
Miller, George 
Olver 
Otter 
Pastor 
Peterson (MN) 
Ramstad 

Sabo 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Weller 
Wicker 
Wu 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT’’—1 

Tancredo 

NOT VOTING—39 

Ballance 
Bartlett (MD) 
Boehlert 
Brady (PA) 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 
Conyers 
Crane 
Cummings 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Emerson 
Engel 
Fossella 
Gerlach 
Grijalva 
Herger 
Hunter 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Johnson, Sam 
Kingston 
Lynch 

Murtha 
Rohrabacher 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Velázquez 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Young (AK) 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
BIGGERT) (during the vote). Members 
are reminded there are 2 minutes re-
maining in this vote. 

b 1028 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER changed his 
vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. LINDER) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. LINDER led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, June 2, 2004. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I have the honor to 
transmit herewith a facsimile copy of a let-
ter received from The Honorable Chris Nel-
son, Secretary of State, State of South Da-
kota, indicating that, according to the unof-
ficial returns of the Special election held 
June 1, 2004, the Honorable Stephanie 
Herseth was elected Representative in con-
gress for the At Large Congressional Dis-
trict, State of South Dakota. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

JEFF TRANDAHL. 

Attachment. 

SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Pierre, SD, June 2, 2004. 

Hon. JEFF TRANDAHL, 
Clerk, House of Representatives, 
The Capitol, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. TRANDAHL: This is to advise you 
that the unofficial results of the Special 
Election held on June 1, 2004 for Representa-
tive in Congress from the At-Large Congres-
sional District of South Dakota show that 
Stephanie Herseth received 132,236 votes or 
50.6% of the total number of votes cast for 
that office. 

It would appear from these unofficial re-
sults that Stephanie Herseth was elected as 
Representative in Congress from the At- 
Large Congressional District of South Da-
kota. 

To the best of my knowledge and belief at 
this time, there is no contest to this elec-
tion. 

As soon as the official state canvass has 
been conducted on June 8, an official certifi-
cation of election will be prepared for trans-
mittal as required by law. 

Sincerely, 
CHRIS NELSON. 

SOUTH DAKOTA CENTRAL ELECTION REPORTING SYSTEM 
STATE TOTALS—JUNE 1, 2004 

[Statewide: Precincts reported: 798; precincts to report: 798] 

Name Party Votes Pct. 

Dem. Presidential: 
Howard Dean ........................................... D 4,837 .06 
John Kerry ................................................ D 69,454 .82 
Dennis Kucinich ...................................... D 2,043 .02 
Lyndon Larouche ..................................... D 2,942 .03 
Uncommitted delegates .......................... D 5,104 .06 

U.S. House: 
Larry Diedrich .......................................... R 129,292 .49 
Stephanie Herseth ................................... D 132,236 .51 

f 

PROVIDING FOR SWEARING IN OF 
MS. STEPHANIE HERSETH, OF 
SOUTH DAKOTA, AS A MEMBER 
OF THE HOUSE 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentle-
woman from South Dakota (Ms. STEPH-
ANIE HERSETH) be permitted to take the 
oath of office today. Her certificate of 
election has not arrived, but there is 
no contest, and no question has been 
raised with regard to her election. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 

f 

SWEARING IN OF THE HONORABLE 
STEPHANIE HERSETH, OF SOUTH 
DAKOTA, AS A MEMBER OF THE 
HOUSE 

The SPEAKER. Will the Member- 
elect from South Dakota (Ms. 
HERSETH) come forward and raise her 
right hand. 

Ms. HERSETH appeared at the bar of 
the House and took the oath of office, 
as follows: 

Do you solemnly swear that you will 
support and defend the Constitution of 
the United States against all enemies, 
foreign and domestic; that you will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the 
same; that you take this obligation 
freely, without any mental reservation 
or purpose of evasion, and that you will 

and faithfully discharge the duties of 
the office on which you are about to 
enter. So help you God. 

The SPEAKER. Congratulations. You 
are a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

f 

b 1030 

INTRODUCTION OF REPRESENTA-
TIVE STEPHANIE HERSETH 

(Ms. PELOSI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, as Mem-
bers know, it is the custom of the 
House when a new Member is sworn in 
after a special election, the senior 
Member from that Member’s State has 
the privilege of introducing the new 
Member to the House. Since South Da-
kota only has one Member of Congress, 
that is not possible today; and so I 
have that privilege. 

But I do want to acknowledge the es-
cort committee to the gentlewoman 
from South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH), and 
that does have a nice ring to it, and 
what a distinguished escort committee 
it is, indeed: our former colleague, the 
Democratic leader in the United States 
Senate, TOM DASCHLE, and another 
former colleague from the House of 
Representatives, the distinguished Sen-
ator from South Dakota, Tim Johnson. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentlewoman from 
South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH) will bring 
to this House of Representatives the 
values of the heartland of America and 
a voice for her generation. She comes 
from a very distinguished political 
family in South Dakota. Her grand-
father was Governor; her parents were 
public servants, very respected in 
South Dakota. She comes here, though, 
to make her own mark and to make 
the people of South Dakota very, very 
proud. 

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to 
recognize the distinguished gentle-
woman from South Dakota (Ms. 
HERSETH). 

f 

EXPRESSING GRATITUDE AND 
THANKS FOR THE OPPORTUNITY 
TO SERVE AS REPRESENTATIVE 
FROM SOUTH DAKOTA 
(Ms. HERSETH asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. HERSETH. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my fellow Members of the 
United States House of Representatives 
for that gracious and warm welcome. I 
thank the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI) for that very kind 
and generous introduction. I thank 
Senators DASCHLE and JOHNSON for 
taking the time to be here with me and 
my family today. I also thank another 
native South Dakotan, Jeff Trandahl, 
our Clerk here in the House, for all of 
his work and the work of his office. 
And I thank you, Mr. Speaker, for al-
lowing me to be sworn in at the ear-
liest opportunity so that the people of 
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South Dakota can once again have 
their voice in this great Chamber. 

I would also like to thank our Sec-
retary of State in South Dakota, Chris 
Nelson, who certified the election with 
great speed so that the interest of our 
State could be represented in this dis-
tinguished body. I would also like to 
say a grateful thank you to the staff of 
former Congressman Bill Janklow, who 
have continued to serve these past sev-
eral months and have been true to the 
welcoming spirit of South Dakota. 

There are too many to thank for this 
great honor: my grandparents, espe-
cially my Grampa Ralph Stiles, who is 
here with me today, who gave me his 
unconditional love and support; my 
parents, the strongest people I know 
who taught me to reach across dis-
agreements and work for a common 
good; and the people of South Dakota, 
to whom I pledge that I will do every-
thing I can to represent them honor-
ably and to always do what is best for 
our entire State. 

And lastly, while the months and 
years ahead are filled with great possi-
bilities, the unsettling truth is that my 
standing here today was born from a 
tragedy. The opportunity for me to 
represent my State would not have 
happened if not for the heartache suf-
fered by many. That reminder will be 
with me always. 

But from great sorrow can come new 
beginnings for my State at this time in 
our Nation’s history, for all of us as a 
people. I am humbled by this moment 
and by the trust and responsibility 
that South Dakota has placed in me. I 
will do my best, and I will always re-
member why I am here. 

In the language of the Lakota people, 
‘‘pilamaya,’’ thank you, and may God 
bless this great House of the people. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 

The SPEAKER. Under clause 5(c) of 
rule XX, the Chair announces to the 
House that, in light of the administra-
tion of the oath to the gentlewoman 
from South Dakota (Ms. HERSETH), the 
whole number of the House is adjusted 
to 435. 

f 

b 1045 

WELCOMING RABBI JOUI HESSEL, 
WASHINGTON HEBREW CON-
GREGATION, WASHINGTON, D.C. 

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.). 

Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. Mr. Speaker, it 
is a real pleasure to welcome a special 
guest to our House from Miami, Flor-
ida, who shared her message of prayer 
and inspiration with us today, Rabbi 
Joui Hessel. We are happy to have the 
Rabbi and her wonderful family, who 
reside in my congressional district in 
Miami, Florida, with us here today. 

Rabbi Hessel was ordained from the 
Hebrew Union College Jewish Institute 

of Religion in New York in 2001. While 
in Rabbinical School in New York, she 
served several congregations and also 
served as the Education Intern at Leo 
Bacck Temple in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. 

Rabbi Hessel is currently serving at 
the Washington Hebrew Congregation 
right here in Washington, D.C., as asso-
ciate Rabbi. She has been in that ca-
pacity since June of 2001 and is active 
in many programs, including youth ac-
tivities and adult education. The Rabbi 
is currently working on an educational 
article for a book on Parenting Young 
Adult Children. 

Thank you, Rabbi Joui Hessel, for 
your spiritual leadership and for your 
prayers and for having such wonderful 
parents, who are my constituents. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. 
Monahan, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate has passed a bill of the 
following title in which the concur-
rence of the House is requested: 

S. 1721. An act to amend the Indian Land 
Consolidation Act to improve provisions re-
lating to probate of trust and restricted 
land, and for other purposes. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The Chair will entertain 10 1- 
minute speeches per side. 

f 

NEW PRESCRIPTION DRUG CARD 
REDUCES COSTS FOR SENIORS 

(Mr. KINGSTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, effec-
tive June 1, each senior on Medicare 
who would like one could get a Medi-
care prescription drug discount card. 
This card will be good for about a 20 
percent discount in most local phar-
macies. 

What the senior could do is dial 1– 
800–Medicare or go to 
WWW.MEDICARE.GOV and find out 
which of the local drugstores has the 
best deal on Lipitor or Glucophage or 
whatever he or she uses on a regular 
basis, and then, if it works, if it is a 
good idea, invest anywhere from $20 to 
$30, in that neighborhood, and choose 
which card is the best and start enjoy-
ing a 20 percent discount. 

This is a program that precedes the 
2006 voluntary program which was 
signed by President Bush, passed by 
this House and the Senate and en-
dorsed by the AARP to give seniors on 
Medicare a prescription drug benefit. 

It is a voluntary program, it reduces 
drug costs by about 50 percent, and it is 
something that we did not have in 
Medicare as an option before. It is a 
very good program, and I invite seniors 
to call 1–800 Medicare and take a look 
at it. 

OPPOSING OUTSOURCING OF JOBS 
(Ms. WOOLSEY asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks and include therein extraneous 
material.) 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, my con-
stituents write each week telling me 
about jobs that are being outsourced, 
asking me what is Congress doing 
about it. They are amazed and they are 
outraged that our President can sup-
port this policy, when over 1 million 
Californians are out of work. 

I understand their concerns, espe-
cially when the Bush administration 
recently awarded a massive $10 billion 
government contract to Accenture, a 
company incorporated in Bermuda, 
when two American-based companies 
actually bid for the contract. They also 
know that the President used 
outsourced workers in India to make 
phone calls for his Presidential cam-
paign. All of this, Mr. Speaker, when 
8.4 million people are out of work na-
tionwide. 

Outsourcing is bad economic policy, 
and I urge the House leadership to ad-
dress this issue immediately. 

f 

TRANSITION TO IRAQI SELF- 
GOVERNMENT 

(Mr. BURGESS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BURGESS. Mr. Speaker, to the 
new prime minister of Iraq, Dr. Ayad 
Allawi, let me say you are most wel-
come, sir. Dr. Allawi, in addition to 
being selected as the new prime min-
ister for the country of Iraq, provided a 
very vociferous ‘‘thank you’’ to Presi-
dent Bush and the United States of 
America for ridding his country of the 
scourge of Saddam Hussein. 

We have now seen two significant 
events this year, the standing up of the 
new Iraqi constitution, a constitution 
that respects majority rule but also re-
spects the rights of the minority; a 
constitution that contains a robust bill 
of rights and the protection and the in-
volvement of women in government. 
There is a clear goal understood by all 
who are involved in that process, to see 
the Iraqi people free and in charge of 
Iraq for the first time in generations. 

America’s task in Iraq is not only to 
defeat an enemy. It is to give strength 
to a friend, a free, representative gov-
ernment that serves the people and 
fights on their behalf. The sooner this 
goal is achieved, the sooner our job will 
be done. 

The Iraqi interim government takes 
power on 30 June. It will serve for only 
7 months until a new government is 
chosen through democratic elections to 
be held as soon as possible, but no later 
than the end of January, 2005. 

f 

AMERICANS DESIRE CHANGE OF 
DIRECTION 

(Ms. LOFGREN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
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minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. LOFGREN. Mr. Speaker, that old 
question remains relevant: Are you 
better off today than you were 4 years 
ago? 

Under this Republican Congress and 
the Bush administration, there is no 
doubt that people in Silicone Valley 
are not better off. At home, one in 
three households has had a layoff since 
Bush took office. In January, 2001, the 
unemployment rate in San Jose was 1.6 
percent. In April of this year, it was 6.2 
percent. 

Across the country, the average 
length of unemployment is the highest 
in 20 years. The overall job picture is 
the worst in nearly 40 years. 

The truth is, House Republicans do 
not have a real plan. Instead, they are 
launching a public relations offensive 
ironically titled Hire Our Workers, 
HOW. 

Yes, Americans want to know ‘‘how’’ 
Republicans can explain the loss of 2.2 
million American jobs. ‘‘How’’ can Re-
publicans think today’s sham job train-
ing bill will help the 443,000 Califor-
nians who were laid off just last 
month? 

Democrats have a proven track 
record of creating 22 million jobs in the 
nineties. Now Americans want a 
change in direction, not more votes on 
the same tired, gimmick proposals. 

f 

IBM WORKING TOWARD LIFELONG 
LEARNING 

(Mr. CARTER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, lifelong 
learning is very important to the com-
petitiveness of this country. I would 
like to highlight what IBM, a company 
with a very strong presence in my dis-
trict, is doing for lifelong learning. 

When I visited IBM’s Austin site re-
cently, I learned about several pro-
grams that IBM has which promote 
science and math for children. The 
company’s Young Explorer is an inter-
active apparatus that young children 
have to access many of the schools in 
districts around the country. It targets 
kids up to age 8. By making science 
and math fun, IBM hopes that these 
children will decide to go into areas of 
science and math. 

IBM also runs the Excite Science 
Camp For Girls at 38 U.S. sites during 
the summer months. Such camps give 
seventh and eighth grade girls the op-
portunity to meet with IBM female en-
gineers, design and build their own Web 
sites, and hopefully come to realize 
that engineering is a viable career op-
tion for them. 

IBM has collaborative relationships 
with many colleges and universities. 
The company and students share re-
sources and work together on research 
and development endeavors. The com-
pany also goes into the community and 
offers computer training. 

IBM has the right idea. We need to 
create initiatives for U.S. employees to 
build new skills in today’s global econ-
omy. If we do not, U.S. workers will 
get left behind. 

f 

EX-FELON VOTING RIGHTS BILL 

(Ms. CARSON of Indiana asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. CARSON of Indiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to say that we have 
celebrated for veterans during the Me-
morial Day weekend in a very proper 
and respectful way. 

Last evening, I introduced legislation 
that would correct an inequity for our 
veterans. Many would be surprised to 
learn that veterans who have served 
honorably in the United States mili-
tary who have been discharged honor-
ably, who subsequently, because of 
posttraumatic stress disorder, find 
themselves within the walls of prisons 
on a felony conviction, when they are 
released after they have served their 
time, Mr. Speaker, many of them in 
certain States are denied the right to 
vote. 

Disenfranchisement of those who 
jeopardized their lives in our defense of 
democratic ideas is an offense to the 
conscience of our Nation. Denying vet-
erans who committed a crime and 
served their sentences the right to vote 
is unconscionable. 

This bill would give liberty and jus-
tice for all people, Mr. Speaker, espe-
cially for our veterans. I would encour-
age every Member of the House who re-
spects and loves and honors the vet-
erans of this Nation to sign on as a 
sponsor of this legislation. 

f 

PUTTING PROFIT BEFORE 
PATRIOTISM MUST END 

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.) 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, time 
and again companies like Accenture 
have abused loopholes in the Tax Code 
to shirk their duties to the United 
States. They incorporate on paper in 
countries like Bermuda for the express 
purpose of avoiding U.S. taxes. There is 
no justification in today’s world for 
this shameful practice, none. 

Accenture also outsources jobs. Now 
we learn that the Department of Home-
land Security has given Accenture a 
record $10 billion contract, I assume 
with the blessing of this majority, 
which has done everything in its power 
to allow this practice to continue, in-
cluding watering down a provision that 
I authored to prohibit these companies 
from contracting with the Department 
of Homeland Security. I remind my 
colleagues that this House passed that 
provision by a vote of 318 to 110, with 
the other body following suit. 

So when I hear some actually defend 
this practice, I think, tell that to the 

families of those men and women who 
have given their lives in Iraq and Af-
ghanistan. Tell them that their loved 
ones gave their lives defending the 
right of multinational corporations to 
cheat the American taxpayer, because 
that is what they are doing. 

The time for putting profit before pa-
triotism has passed. That is what these 
folks are doing. Rewarding companies 
who have abandoned our country with 
government contracts, as this adminis-
tration is continuing to do, is not only 
unpatriotic, it is immoral. It should 
end. 

f 

SENIORS OF AMERICA DESERVE 
BETTER PRESCRIPTION DRUG 
COVERAGE 
(Ms. KILPATRICK asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. KILPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the 
seniors of America deserve better. This 
Republican House and Republican Sen-
ate, as well as the President, have 
passed a Medicare bill at 3 in the morn-
ing that is a sham on seniors. 

Our seniors need and want lower pre-
scription prices. This bill did nothing 
to lower prices. Medicare negotiates 
for lower prices for the bulk of the 40 
million Americans who need assist-
ance. This bill does not allow our sen-
iors to go to Canada, where medicines 
cost two-thirds less than what they are 
in America. 

Finally, there is the discount card 
that is not a discount. Seniors, if you 
have a discount from a pension plan 
from yourself or your husband, it is 
going to be better than this one. Use it. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a sham on our 
seniors. Our seniors deserve more. 
They built our country. Let us do bet-
ter. Help them get their medicines. 
They need them to survive. 

f 

RECOUPING MONEY STOLEN BY 
ENRON 

(Mr. INSLEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, it is high 
time for the Bush administration to 
take action to recoup the hundreds of 
millions of dollars that the Enron en-
ergy trading racket stole from people 
in the State of Washington. 

We have now heard the tapes, the 
smoking guns, where energy traders 
talk about ‘‘jamming’’ grandmothers 
in Washington State, saying ‘‘burn, 
baby, burn,’’ during the brownouts, 
just laughing at the fact that they got 
away with hundreds of millions of dol-
lars of theft. 

We are calling on the administration 
to stop protecting the Enron energy 
trading racket. We will offer on the 
floor of the House next week an amend-
ment to compel the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission to get off the 
dime and get our money back from 
Enron. 

VerDate May 21 2004 02:34 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.035 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3725 June 3, 2004 
This is a ripoff that is too obvious 

even for the Bush administration to ig-
nore, and it is time for Congress to 
stand up on our hind legs and force this 
administration to take action. The 
people in Snohomish County deserve 
their hundreds of millions of dollars 
back, and we are going to see to it that 
they get it. 

f 

AARP AND THE DRUG BILL 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. MCDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 
AARP owes every senior an expla-
nation. Its leader trumpeted a Repub-
lican prescription drug bill passed in 
the dead of night last year. It would 
have been dead on arrival if the admin-
istration had told the truth, but they 
did not. 

But the seniors, including my 94- 
year-old mother, are really smart. So 
AARP, when they sent out 26,000 pack-
ets of information, only 400 signed up. 

My mother and her buddies are pret-
ty darn smart. They know the dif-
ference between a real deal and a raw 
deal. The administration gave seniors a 
raw deal, and AARP leadership helped. 

Senator KERRY will give seniors a 
real deal with real benefits for pre-
scription drugs. 

b 1100 

Democrats are ready to do what is 
right, beginning with telling the truth. 

It is time AARP repudiated the reck-
less endorsement of a Republican bill 
that is bad medicine for seniors. It is 
time for AARP to take the medicine 
every mother teaches her child: tell the 
truth and take responsibility when you 
do something stupid. 

f 

BUSH TAX CUTS CAUSE LARGEST 
DEFICIT IN NATION’S HISTORY 

(Mr. ROSS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. Speaker, in my home 
State of Arkansas, nearly 75,000 people 
are out of work today. Unemployment 
has increased by 19 percent in the last 
31⁄2 years. 

However, our Nation’s Treasury Sec-
retary John Snow is visiting Arkansas 
today to talk about how President 
Bush’s tax policy reforms are actually 
creating jobs in Arkansas. All the 
President’s tax cuts for the wealthy 
have given us is the largest deficit ever 
in our Nation’s history, tax cuts that 
our children will be forced to pay. 

For Secretary Snow to come to Ar-
kansas today and tell Arkansans the 
administration’s economic plan is cre-
ating jobs shows a blatant disregard for 
what Arkansas families are really fac-
ing. Working families do not need more 
rhetoric; they need jobs, they need af-
fordable health care, they need a real 
Medicare prescription drug plan and, 

yes, they need lower gasoline prices, all 
things this administration has failed to 
do. 

f 

ALLOWING SENIORS ACCESS TO 
DRUG REIMPORTATION 

(Mr. SANDLIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SANDLIN. Mr. Speaker, the new 
drug discount card is nothing more 
than the old bait and switch. The Re-
publican leadership continues to try to 
trick our seniors into thinking they 
are getting a Medicare prescription 
drug benefit, while in reality offering 
nothing more than an 18-month sham 
program that fails to offer any signifi-
cant savings to seniors. Not surpris-
ingly, this temporary program 
prioritizes the pharmaceutical compa-
nies’ profit over the health care ex-
penses of our Nation’s seniors. 

While the administration has 
claimed that these cards will have sav-
ings ranging from 10 percent to 25 per-
cent, there is no guarantee of this; and 
there is absolutely no control over the 
prices charged. 

Additionally, the drug companies de-
termine what drugs to discount and 
how much seniors pay. And while sen-
iors are locked into a drug card for a 
full year, the drug companies are at 
liberty to change what discounts they 
offer from week to week. As a matter 
of fact, some have already changed 
their drug prices so that it does not cut 
into their bottom line. 

The truth is that a better solution 
with real benefits is available. With 
drug costs increasing at 3.5 times the 
rate of inflation, we owe it to our Na-
tion’s seniors to finally allow them ac-
cess to drug reimportation. 

It is time to do the right thing and 
offer real savings to our seniors. We 
cannot afford not to do so. 

f 

2006 BUDGET CUTS 

(Mr. EMANUEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, last 
week we learned from an internal Bush 
administration budget memo detailing 
their planned cuts. 

According to the budget document, 
education, transportation, Social Secu-
rity, the Environmental Protection 
Agency, National Science Foundation, 
and the Small Business Administration 
are all in line for drastic cuts in their 
budgets. Head Start, for example, a 
$177 million cut. The National Insti-
tutes of Health would be slashed by 
more than $600 million. The adminis-
tration is planning cuts for 2006; and 
all the while, they are asking for an ad-
ditional $25 billion to rebuild and se-
cure Iraq. The additional $25 billion for 
Iraq is on top of the $165 billion the 
American taxpayers have already allo-
cated and paid. 

These reconstruction funds are build-
ing schools, roads, and encouraging 
business development in Iraq; and all 
the while, we are making cor-
responding cuts here at home. I under-
stand that we need to rebuild Iraq and 
Afghanistan, but not at the expense of 
what we do here in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, when President Bush in 
2000 declared his opposition to nation- 
building, who knew it was America he 
was talking about. 

f 

THE IMPORTANCE OF INFORMING 
SENIORS ABOUT MEDICARE PRE-
SCRIPTION DRUG BENEFIT 
(Mr. PENCE asked and was given per-

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, as many 
know, for deeply held philosophical 
reasons, I opposed the creation of a 
prescription drug entitlement in Medi-
care. But I never opposed helping low- 
income seniors or using the private 
sector to give seniors more buying 
power to save money on their prescrip-
tion drugs, which is exactly what be-
came available this week with the new 
Medicare drug discount card and the 
$600 credit for low-income seniors. In 
fact, I hosted five Medicare discount 
drug fairs across my district, speaking 
to more than 1,000 of my constituents. 

While many have made speeches on 
this floor and across the country cre-
ating anxiety about this new bill, I 
found it instructive to spend time with 
seniors. Despite my opposition to a 
drug entitlement, I felt I had a moral 
obligation to explain to seniors, par-
ticularly low-income seniors, what is 
available as of this week in the new 
Medicare drug discount card benefit. 

I urge all of my colleagues, regard-
less of your view of this legislation, to 
view what is available in this law and 
to discharge your duty to your con-
stituents to make knowledge available 
of the new drug discount card and the 
low-income assistance for seniors. 

f 

BACK TO WORK INCENTIVE ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, pursu-
ant to House Resolution 656, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 444) to amend the Work-
force Investment Act of 1998 to estab-
lish a Personal Reemployment Ac-
counts grant program to assist Ameri-
cans in returning to work, and ask for 
its immediate consideration in the 
House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

SIMPSON). Pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 656, the bill is considered read for 
amendment. 

The text of H.R. 444 is as follows: 
H.R. 444 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Back to 
Work Incentive Act of 2003’’. 
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SEC. 2. GRANTS TO SUPPORT PERSONAL REEM-

PLOYMENT ACCOUNTS. 
Subtitle B of title I of the Workforce In-

vestment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2811 et seq.) is 
amended by inserting after chapter 5 the fol-
lowing new chapter: 

‘‘CHAPTER 5A—PERSONAL 
REEMPLOYMENT ACCOUNTS 

‘‘SEC. 135A. PURPOSES. 
‘‘The purposes of this chapter are to pro-

vide for the establishment of personal reem-
ployment accounts for certain individuals 
identified as likely to exhaust their unem-
ployment compensation in order to— 

‘‘(1) accelerate the reemployment of such 
individuals; 

‘‘(2) promote the retention in employment 
of such individuals; and 

‘‘(3) provide such individuals with en-
hanced flexibility, choice, and control in ob-
taining intensive reemployment, training, 
and supportive services. 
‘‘SEC. 135B. DEFINITION. 

‘‘In this chapter, the term ‘State’ means 
each of the several States of the United 
States, the District of Columbia, the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, and the United 
States Virgin Islands. 
‘‘SEC. 135C. GRANTS TO STATES. 

‘‘(a) GRANTS.—The Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) reserve 2⁄10 of 1 percent of the amount 

appropriated under section 137(d) for use 
under section 135I; and 

‘‘(2) use the remainder of the amount ap-
propriated under section 137(d) to make al-
lotments in accordance with subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) ALLOTMENT AMONG STATES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—From the amount made 

available under subsection (a)(2), the Sec-
retary shall allot to each State an amount 
that is proportionate to the relative number 
of unemployed individuals in the State as 
compared to the total number of unemployed 
individuals in all States in order to provide 
assistance for eligible individuals in accord-
ance with this chapter. 

‘‘(2) SMALL STATE MINIMUM ALLOTMENT.— 
The Secretary shall ensure that— 

‘‘(A) each State (other than the United 
States Virgin Islands) shall receive an allot-
ment under paragraph (1) that is not less 
than 3⁄10 of 1 percent of the amount made 
available under subsection (a)(2) for the fis-
cal year; and 

‘‘(B) the United States Virgin Islands shall 
receive an allotment under paragraph (1) 
that is not less than 1⁄10 of 1 percent of the 
amount made available under subsection 
(a)(2) for the fiscal year. 

‘‘(c) AVAILABILITY.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 189(g)(1), amounts made available under 
subsection (a) to carry out this chapter shall 
be available for obligation and expenditure 
beginning on the date of the enactment of 
the Back to Work Incentive Act of 2003. 
‘‘SEC. 135D. WITHIN STATE ALLOCATION. 

‘‘(a) ALLOCATION.—Of the amount allotted 
to a State under section 135C— 

‘‘(1) not more than 2 percent of the amount 
may be reserved by the Governor of the 
State to enhance the system of worker 
profiling described in section 303(j) of the So-
cial Security Act and to establish and oper-
ate a data management system, as nec-
essary, and carry out other appropriate ac-
tivities to implement this chapter; 

‘‘(2) 5 percent of the amount shall be allo-
cated by the State to local areas in accord-
ance with the formula described in sub-
section (b) for start-up costs and other oper-
ating costs related to the provision of assist-
ance under this chapter; and 

‘‘(3) the remainder of the amount shall be 
provided to local areas for the establishment 
of personal reemployment accounts de-
scribed in section 135E for eligible individ-
uals in such local areas. 

‘‘(b) FORMULA.—A State shall allocate 
funds to local areas in the State under sub-
section (a)(2) in an amount that is propor-
tionate to the relative number of unem-
ployed individuals in the local area as com-
pared to the total number of unemployed in-
dividuals in the State. 

‘‘(c) AVAILABILITY.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 189(g)(2), amounts allotted to a State 
under section 135C, and amounts subse-
quently provided to a local area under this 
section, shall be available for obligation and 
expenditure only for the 3-year period begin-
ning on the date of the enactment of the 
Back to Work Incentive Act of 2003. 
‘‘SEC. 135E. PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT AC-

COUNTS. 
‘‘(a) ACCOUNTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds provided to a local 

area under section 135D shall be used to pro-
vide eligible individuals with personal reem-
ployment accounts to be used in accordance 
with section 135F. An eligible individual may 
receive only one personal reemployment ac-
count. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT.—The State shall establish 
the amount of a personal reemployment ac-
count, which shall be uniform throughout 
the State, and shall not exceed $3,000. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Each State shall estab-

lish eligibility criteria for individuals for 
personal reemployment accounts in accord-
ance with this subsection. 

‘‘(2) MINIMUM ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA RE-
QUIREMENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), an individual shall be eligible to receive 
assistance under this chapter if, beginning 
after the date of enactment of the Back to 
Work Incentive Act of 2003, the individual— 

‘‘(i) is identified by the State pursuant to 
section 303(j)(1) of the Social Security Act as 
likely to exhaust regular unemployment 
compensation and in need of job search as-
sistance to make a successful transition to 
new employment; 

‘‘(ii) is receiving regular unemployment 
compensation under any State or Federal 
unemployment compensation program ad-
ministered by the State; and 

‘‘(iii) is eligible for not less than 20 weeks 
for the regular unemployment compensation 
described in clause (ii). 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY AND PRIORITY 
CRITERIA.—A State may establish criteria 
that is in addition to the criteria described 
in subparagraph (A) for the eligibility of in-
dividuals to receive assistance under this 
chapter. A State may also establish criteria 
for priority in the provision of assistance to 
such eligible individuals under this chapter. 

‘‘(3) TRANSITION RULE.— 
‘‘(A) PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED AS LIKELY TO 

EXHAUST UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—At the option of the 

State, and subject to clause (ii), an indi-
vidual may be eligible to receive assistance 
under this chapter if the individual— 

‘‘(I) during the 90-day period ending on the 
date of the enactment of the Back to Work 
Incentive Act of 2003, was identified by the 
State pursuant to section 303(j)(1) of the So-
cial Security Act as likely to exhaust reg-
ular unemployment compensation and in 
need of job search assistance to make a suc-
cessful transition to new employment; and 

‘‘(II) otherwise meets the requirements of 
clauses (ii) and (iii) of paragraph (2)(A). 

‘‘(ii) ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY AND PRIORITY 
CRITERIA.—A State may establish criteria 
that is in addition to the criteria described 
in clause (i) for the eligibility of individuals 
to receive assistance under this chapter. A 
State may also establish criteria for priority 
in the provision of assistance to such eligible 
individuals under this chapter. 

‘‘(B) PREVIOUSLY EXHAUSTED UNEMPLOY-
MENT COMPENSATION.—At the option of the 
State, an individual may be eligible to re-
ceive assistance under this chapter if the in-
dividual— 

‘‘(i) during the 90-day period ending on the 
date of the enactment of the Back to Work 
Incentive Act of 2003, exhausted all rights to 
any unemployment compensation; and 

‘‘(ii)(I) is enrolled in training and needs ad-
ditional support to complete such training, 
with a priority of service to be provided to 
such individuals who are training for short-
age occupations or high-growth industries; 
or 

‘‘(II) is separated from employment in an 
industry or occupation that has experienced 
declining employment, or no longer provides 
any employment, in the local labor market 
during the two-year period ending on the 
date of the determination of eligibility of 
the individual under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(4) NO INDIVIDUAL ENTITLEMENT.—Nothing 
in this chapter shall be construed to entitle 
any individual to receive a personal reem-
ployment account. 

‘‘(c) LOCAL ADMINISTRATION.— 
‘‘(1) INFORMATION AND ATTESTATION.—Prior 

to the establishment of a personal reemploy-
ment account for an eligible individual 
under this chapter, the one-stop delivery sys-
tem shall ensure that the individual— 

‘‘(A) is informed of the requirements appli-
cable to the personal reemployment account, 
including the allowable uses of funds from 
the account, the limitations on access to 
services described under section 135F(a)(3)(C) 
and a description of such services, and the 
conditions for receiving a reemployment 
bonus; 

‘‘(B) has the option to develop a personal 
reemployment plan which will identify the 
employment goals and appropriate combina-
tion of services selected by the individual to 
achieve the employment goals; and 

‘‘(C) signs an attestation that the indi-
vidual will comply with the requirements re-
lating to the personal reemployment ac-
counts under this chapter and will reimburse 
the account or, if the account has been ter-
minated, the program under this chapter, for 
any amounts expended from the account 
that are not allowable. 

‘‘(2) PERIODIC INTERVIEWS.—If a recipient 
exhausts his or her rights to any unemploy-
ment compensation, and the recipient has a 
remaining balance in his or her personal re-
employment account, the one-stop delivery 
system shall conduct periodic interviews 
with the recipient to assist the recipient in 
meeting his or her individual employment 
goals. 
‘‘SEC. 135F. USE OF FUNDS. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWABLE ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-

ments contained in paragraphs (2) and (3), a 
recipient may use amounts in a personal re-
employment account to purchase one or 
more of the following: 

‘‘(A) Intensive services, including those 
types of services specified in section 
134(d)(3)(C). 

‘‘(B) Training services, including those 
types of services specified in section 
134(d)(4)(D). 

‘‘(C) Supportive services, except for needs- 
related payments. 

‘‘(D) Assistance to purchase or lease an 
automobile, if such assistance is necessary 
to allow the recipient to accept a bona fide 
offer of employment for which there is a rea-
sonable expectation of long-term duration. 

‘‘(2) DELIVERY OF SERVICES.—The following 
requirements relating to delivery of services 
shall apply to the program under this chap-
ter: 

‘‘(A) Recipients may use funds from the 
personal reemployment account to purchase 
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the services described in paragraph (1) 
through the one-stop delivery system on a 
fee-for-service basis, or through other pro-
viders, consistent with safeguards described 
in the State plan under section 135G. 

‘‘(B) The one-stop delivery system may pay 
costs for such services directly on behalf of 
the recipient, through a voucher system, or 
by reimbursement to the recipient upon re-
ceipt of appropriate cost documentation, 
consistent with safeguards described in the 
State plan under section 135G. 

‘‘(C) Each one-stop delivery system shall 
make available to recipients information on 
training providers specified in section 
134(d)(4)(F)(ii), information available to the 
one-stop delivery system on providers of the 
intensive and supportive services described 
in paragraph (1), and information relating to 
occupations in demand in the local area. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS.—The following limita-
tions shall apply with respect to personal re-
employment accounts under this chapter: 

‘‘(A)(i) Amounts in a personal reemploy-
ment account may be used for up to one year 
from the date of the establishment of the ac-
count. 

‘‘(ii) No personal reemployment account 
may be established beginning 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of the Back to 
Work Incentive Act of 2003. 

‘‘(B) Each recipient shall submit cost docu-
mentation as required by the one-stop deliv-
ery system. 

‘‘(C) For the 1-year period following the es-
tablishment of the account, recipients may 
not receive intensive, supportive, or training 
services funded under this title except on a 
fee-for-services basis as specified in para-
graph (2)(A). 

‘‘(D) Amounts in a personal reemployment 
account shall be nontransferable. 

‘‘(b) INCOME SUPPORT.—A State may au-
thorize recipients determined eligible under 
section 135E(b)(3)(B) to withdraw amounts 
from the personal reemployment account on 
a weekly basis for purposes of income sup-
port in amounts up to the average weekly 
amount of unemployment compensation that 
the individual received prior to his or her ex-
haustion of rights to unemployment com-
pensation if the individual is engaged in job 
search, intensive services, or training that is 
expected to lead to employment. 

‘‘(c) REEMPLOYMENT BONUS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph 

(2)— 
‘‘(A) if a recipient determined eligible 

under section 135E(b)(2) obtains full-time 
employment before the end of the 13th week 
of unemployment for which unemployment 
compensation is paid, the balance of his or 
her personal reemployment account shall be 
provided directly to the recipient in cash; 
and 

‘‘(B) if a recipient determined eligible 
under section 135E(b)(3) obtains full-time 
employment before the end of the 13th week 
after the date on which the account is estab-
lished, the balance of his or her personal re-
employment account shall be provided di-
rectly to the recipient in cash. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATIONS.—The following limita-
tions shall apply with respect to a recipient 
described in paragraph (1): 

‘‘(A) 60 percent of the remaining personal 
reemployment account balance shall be paid 
to the recipient at the time of reemploy-
ment. 

‘‘(B) 40 percent of the remaining personal 
reemployment account balance shall be paid 
to the recipient not later than 6 months 
after the date of reemployment. 

‘‘(3) EXCEPTION REGARDING SUBSEQUENT UN-
EMPLOYMENT.—If a recipient described in 
paragraph (1) subsequently becomes unem-
ployed due to a lack of work after receiving 
the portion of the reemployment bonus spec-

ified under paragraph (2)(A), the individual 
may use the amount remaining in the per-
sonal reemployment account for the pur-
poses described in subsection (a) but may not 
be eligible for additional cash payments 
under this subsection. 
‘‘SEC. 135G. STATE PLAN. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In order for a State to 
receive an allotment under section 135C, the 
Governor of the State shall submit to the 
Secretary a plan that includes a description 
of how the State intends to carry out the 
personal reemployment accounts authorized 
under this chapter, including— 

‘‘(1) the criteria and methods to be used for 
determining eligibility for the personal re-
employment accounts, including whether the 
State intends to include the optional cat-
egories described in section 135E(b)(3), and 
the additional criteria and priority for serv-
ice that the State intends to apply, if any, 
pursuant to section 135E(b)(2)(B); 

‘‘(2) the methods or procedures, developed 
in consultation with local boards and chief 
elected officials, to be used to provide eligi-
ble individuals information relating to serv-
ices and providers, and safeguards, developed 
in consultation with such boards and offi-
cials, to ensure that funds from the personal 
reemployment accounts are used for pur-
poses authorized under this chapter and are 
not used for services or providers that are 
wholly unreasonable or egregious; 

‘‘(3) how the State will coordinate the ac-
tivities carried out under this chapter with 
the employment and training activities car-
ried out under section 134 and other activi-
ties carried out through the one-stop deliv-
ery system in the State. 

‘‘(b) PLAN SUBMISSION AND APPROVAL.—A 
State plan submitted to the Secretary under 
subsection (a) by a Governor shall be consid-
ered to be approved by the Secretary at the 
end of the 30-day period beginning on the 
date the Secretary receives the plan, unless 
the Secretary makes a written determina-
tion during such period that the plan is in-
complete or otherwise inconsistent with the 
provisions of this chapter. 
‘‘SEC. 135H. PROGRAM INFORMATION. 

‘‘The Secretary may require from States 
the collection and reporting on such finan-
cial, performance, and other program-related 
information as the Secretary determines is 
appropriate to carry out this chapter, includ-
ing the evaluation described in section 135I. 
‘‘SEC. 135I. EVALUATION. 

‘‘(a) EVALUATION.—From the amount made 
available under section 135C(a)(1), the Sec-
retary, pursuant to the authority provided 
under section 172, shall, directly or through 
grants, contracts, or cooperative agreements 
with appropriate entities, conduct an evalua-
tion of the activities carried out under this 
chapter. 

‘‘(b) CONDUCT OF EVALUATION.—The evalua-
tion shall examine the effectiveness of such 
activities in achieving the purposes de-
scribed in section 135A and such other pur-
poses as the Secretary determines are appro-
priate. 

‘‘(c) REPORT.—The report to Congress 
under section 172(e) relating to the results of 
the evaluations required under section 172 
shall include the recommendation of the 
Secretary with respect to the use of personal 
reemployment accounts as a mechanism to 
assist individuals in obtaining and retaining 
employment.’’. 
SEC. 3. ADMINISTRATION. 

Section 117(d) of the Workforce Investment 
Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2832(d)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3)(B)(i)(I), by striking 
‘‘sections 128 and 133’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tions 128, 133, and 135D’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘, activi-
ties authorized under section 135F’’ after 
‘‘section 134’’. 

SEC. 4. DELIVERY OF SERVICES. 
Section 134(c)(1) of the Workforce Invest-

ment Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2864(c)(1)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) shall provide access to personal reem-

ployment accounts in accordance to section 
135E.’’. 
SEC. 5. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATION. 

Section 137 of the Workforce Investment 
Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2872) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘(d) PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT ACCOUNTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated $3,600,000,000 for fiscal year 2003 
to carry out chapter 5A. 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY.—Amounts appropriated 
pursuant to the authorization of appropria-
tions under paragraph (1) to carry out sec-
tion 135I are authorized to remain available 
until expended.’’. 
SEC. 6. CONFORMING AMENDMENT. 

The table of contents for the Workforce In-
vestment Act of 1998 is amended by inserting 
after the items relating to chapter 5 of sub-
title B of title I the following new items: 

‘‘CHAPTER 5A—PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT 
ACCOUNTS 

‘‘Sec. 135A. Purposes. 
‘‘Sec. 135B. Definitions. 
‘‘Sec. 135C. Grants to States. 
‘‘Sec. 135D. Within State allocation. 
‘‘Sec. 135E. Personal reemployment ac-

counts. 
‘‘Sec. 135F. Use of funds. 
‘‘Sec. 135G. State plan. 
‘‘Sec. 135H. Program information. 
‘‘Sec. 135I. Evaluation, technical assistance, 

and data collection activities.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In lieu 
of the amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce printed in the bill, the 
amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute consisting of the text of H.R. 
4444 is adopted. 

The text of the amendment in the na-
ture of a substitute consisting of the 
text of H.R. 4444 is as follows: 

H.R. 4444 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Worker Re-
employment Accounts Act of 2004’’. 
SEC. 2. GRANTS TO SUPPORT PERSONAL REEM-

PLOYMENT ACCOUNTS. 
Section 171 of the Workforce Investment 

Act of 1998 is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(e) PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT ACCOUNTS.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 

term ‘State’ means each of the several 
States of the United States, the District of 
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, and the United States Virgin Islands. 

‘‘(2) DEMONSTRATION PROJECT.—In addition 
to the demonstration projects under sub-
section (b), the Secretary may establish and 
implement a national demonstration project 
designed to analyze and provide data on 
workforce training programs that accelerate 
the reemployment of unemployed individ-
uals, promote the retention in employment 
of such individuals, and provide such individ-
uals with enhanced flexibility, choice, and 
control in obtaining intensive reemploy-
ment, training, and supportive services. 

‘‘(3) GRANTS.— 
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‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the dem-

onstration project, the Secretary shall make 
grants, on a competitive basis, to eligible en-
tities to provide personal reemployment ac-
counts to eligible individuals. In awarding 
grants under this subsection the Secretary 
shall take into consideration awarding 
grants to eligible entities from diverse geo-
graphic areas, including rural areas. 

‘‘(B) DURATION.—The Secretary shall make 
the grants for periods of not less than 2 years 
and may renew the grant for each of the suc-
ceeding 3 years. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘eligible entity’ means— 

‘‘(A) a State; or 
‘‘(B) a local board or consortium of local 

boards. 
‘‘(5) USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—An eligible entity that 

receives a grant under this subsection shall 
use the grant funds to provide, through a 
local area or areas, eligible individuals with 
personal reemployment accounts. An eligible 
individual may receive only 1 personal reem-
ployment account. 

‘‘(B) GEOGRAPHIC AREA AND AMOUNT.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The eligible entity shall 

establish the amount of a personal reemploy-
ment account for each eligible individual 
participating, which shall be uniform 
throughout the area represented by the eligi-
ble entity, and shall not exceed $3,000. 

‘‘(ii) OPTION FOR STATES.—If the eligible en-
tity is a State, the eligible entity may 
choose to use the grant statewide, if prac-
ticable, or only in specified local areas with-
in a State. 

‘‘(C) ELIGIBLE INDIVIDUALS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Each eligible entity shall 

establish eligibility criteria for individuals 
for personal reemployment accounts in ac-
cordance with this subparagraph. 

‘‘(ii) ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA REQUIREMENTS.— 
‘‘(I) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (II), 

an individual shall be eligible to receive a 
personal reemployment account under a 
grant awarded under this subsection if, be-
ginning after the date of enactment of this 
subsection, the individual— 

‘‘(aa) is identified by the State pursuant to 
section 303(j)(1) of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 503(j)(1)) as likely to exhaust reg-
ular unemployment compensation and in 
need of job search assistance to make a suc-
cessful transition to new employment, or the 
individual’s unemployment can be attributed 
in substantial part to unfair competition 
from Federal Prison Industries, Incor-
porated; 

‘‘(bb) is receiving regular unemployment 
compensation under any Federal or State 
unemployment compensation program ad-
ministered by the State; and 

‘‘(cc) is eligible for not less than 20 weeks 
of regular unemployment compensation de-
scribed in item (bb). 

‘‘(II) ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY AND PRIORITY 
CRITERIA.—An eligible entity may establish 
criteria that are in addition to the criteria 
described in subclause (I) for the eligibility 
of individuals to receive a personal reem-
ployment account under this subsection. An 
eligible entity may also establish criteria for 
priority in the provision of a personal reem-
ployment account to such eligible individ-
uals under a grant awarded under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(iii) TRANSITION RULE.— 
‘‘(I) PREVIOUSLY IDENTIFIED AS LIKELY TO 

EXHAUST UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION.— 
‘‘(aa) IN GENERAL.—At the option of the eli-

gible entity, and subject to item (bb), an in-
dividual may be eligible to receive a personal 
reemployment account under this subsection 
if the individual— 

‘‘(AA) during the 13-week period ending the 
week prior to the date of the enactment of 

the subsection, was identified by the State 
pursuant to section 303(j)(1) of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 503(j)(1)) as likely to ex-
haust regular unemployment compensation 
and in need of job search assistance to make 
a successful transition to new employment; 
and 

‘‘(BB) otherwise meets the requirements of 
clause (ii)(I)(bb) and (cc). 

‘‘(bb) ADDITIONAL ELIGIBILITY AND PRIORITY 
CRITERIA.—An eligible entity may establish 
criteria that is in addition to the criteria de-
scribed in item (aa) for the eligibility of indi-
viduals to receive a personal reemployment 
account under this subsection. An eligible 
entity may also establish criteria for pri-
ority in the provision of such accounts to 
such eligible individuals under this sub-
section. 

‘‘(II) PREVIOUSLY EXHAUSTED UNEMPLOY-
MENT COMPENSATION.—At the option of the 
eligible entity, an individual may be eligible 
to receive a personal reemployment account 
under a grant awarded under this subsection 
if the individual— 

‘‘(aa) during the 26-week period ending the 
week prior to the date of the enactment of 
this subsection, exhausted all rights to any 
unemployment compensation; and 

‘‘(bb)(AA) is enrolled in training and needs 
additional support to complete such train-
ing, with a priority of service to be provided 
to such individuals who are training for 
shortage occupations or high-growth indus-
tries; or 

‘‘(BB) is separated from employment in an 
industry or occupation that has experienced 
declining employment, or no longer provides 
any employment, in the local labor market 
during the 2-year period ending on the date 
of the determination of eligibility of the in-
dividual under this subparagraph. 

‘‘(iv) NO INDIVIDUAL ENTITLEMENT.—Noth-
ing in this subsection shall be construed to 
entitle any individual to receive a personal 
reemployment account. 

‘‘(D) LIMITATIONS.— 
‘‘(i) INFORMATION AND ATTESTATION.—Prior 

to the establishment of a personal reemploy-
ment account for an eligible individual, the 
eligible entity receiving a grant, through the 
one-stop delivery system in the participating 
local area or areas, shall ensure that the in-
dividual— 

‘‘(I) is informed of the requirements appli-
cable to the personal reemployment account, 
including the allowable uses of funds from 
the account, the limitations on access to 
services described in paragraph (7)(A)(iii) and 
a description of such services, and the condi-
tions for receiving a reemployment bonus; 

‘‘(II) has the option to develop a personal 
reemployment plan which will identify the 
employment goals and appropriate combina-
tion of services selected by the individual to 
achieve the employment goals; and 

‘‘(III) signs an attestation that the indi-
vidual has been given the option to develop 
a personal reemployment plan in accordance 
with subclause (II), will comply with the re-
quirements under this subsection relating to 
the personal reemployment accounts, and 
will reimburse the account or, if the account 
has been terminated, the grant awarded 
under this subsection, for any amounts ex-
pended from the account that are not allow-
able. 

‘‘(ii) PERIODIC INTERVIEWS.—If a recipient 
exhausts his or her rights to any unemploy-
ment compensation, and the recipient has a 
remaining balance in his or her personal re-
employment account, the one-stop delivery 
system shall conduct periodic interviews 
with the recipient to assist the recipient in 
meeting his or her individual employment 
goals. 

‘‘(iii) USE OF PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT AC-
COUNTS.—The eligible entity receiving a 

grant shall ensure that eligible individuals 
receiving a personal reemployment account 
use the account in accordance with para-
graph (7). 

‘‘(6) APPLICATION FOR GRANTS.—To be eligi-
ble to receive a grant under this subsection, 
an eligible entity shall submit an applica-
tion to the Secretary at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may require, including— 

‘‘(A) if the eligible entity is a State— 
‘‘(i) assurance that the application was de-

veloped in conjunction with the local board 
or boards and chief elected officials where 
the personal reemployment accounts shall be 
made available; and 

‘‘(ii) a description of the methods and pro-
cedures for providing funds to local areas 
where the personal reemployment accounts 
shall be made available; and 

‘‘(B) a description of the criteria and meth-
ods to be used for determining eligibility for 
the personal reemployment account, includ-
ing whether the eligible entity intends to in-
clude the optional categories described in 
paragraph (5)(C)(iii), and the additional cri-
teria and priority for service that the eligi-
ble entity intends to apply, if any, pursuant 
to paragraph (5)(C)(ii)(II); 

‘‘(C) a description of the methods or proce-
dures to be used to provide eligible individ-
uals information relating to services and 
providers; 

‘‘(D) a description of safeguards to ensure 
that funds from the personal reemployment 
accounts are used for purposes authorized 
under this subsection and to ensure the qual-
ity and integrity of services and providers, 
consistent with the purpose of providing eli-
gible individuals with enhanced flexibility, 
choice, and control in obtaining intensive re-
employment, training, and supportive serv-
ices; 

‘‘(E) a description of how the eligible enti-
ty will coordinate the activities carried out 
under this subsection with the employment 
and training activities carried out under sec-
tion 134 and other activities carried out by 
local boards through the one-stop delivery 
system in the State or local area; and 

‘‘(F) an assurance that the eligible entity 
will comply with any evaluation and report-
ing requirements the Secretary may require. 

‘‘(7) USE OF PERSONAL REEMPLOYMENT AC-
COUNTS.— 

‘‘(A) ALLOWABLE ACTIVITIES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-

ments contained in clauses (ii) and (iii), a re-
cipient of a personal reemployment account 
may use amounts in a personal reemploy-
ment account to purchase 1 or more of the 
following: 

‘‘(I) Intensive services, including those 
type of services specified in section 
134(d)(3)(C). 

‘‘(II) Training services, including those 
types of services specified in section 
134(d)(4)(D). 

‘‘(III) Supportive services, except for needs 
related payments. 

‘‘(ii) DELIVERY OF SERVICES.—The following 
requirements relating to delivery of services 
shall apply to the grants under this sub-
section: 

‘‘(I) Recipients may use funds from the per-
sonal reemployment account to purchase the 
services described in clause (i) through the 
one-stop delivery system on a fee-for-service 
basis, or through other providers, consistent 
with the safeguards described in paragraph 
(6)(D). 

‘‘(II) The eligible entity, through the one- 
stop delivery system in the participating 
local area, may pay costs for such services 
directly on behalf of the recipient, through a 
voucher system, or by reimbursement to the 
recipient upon receipt of appropriate cost 
documentation. 

VerDate May 21 2004 00:20 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00008 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A03JN7.002 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3729 June 3, 2004 
‘‘(III) Each eligible entity, through the 

one-stop delivery system in the participating 
local area, shall make available to recipients 
information on training providers specified 
in section 134(d)(4)(F)(ii), information avail-
able to the one-stop delivery system on pro-
viders of the intensive and supportive serv-
ices described in clause (i), and information 
relating to occupations in demand in the 
local area. 

‘‘(iii) LIMITATIONS.—The following limita-
tions shall apply with respect to personal re-
employment accounts under this subsection: 

‘‘(I) Amounts in a personal reemployment 
account may be used for up to 1 year from 
the date of the establishment of the account. 

‘‘(II) Each recipient shall submit cost docu-
mentation as required by the one-stop deliv-
ery system. 

‘‘(III) For the 1-year period following the 
establishment of the account, recipients may 
not receive intensive, supportive, or training 
services funded under this title except on a 
fee-for-services basis as specified in clause 
(ii)(I). 

‘‘(IV) Amounts in a personal reemployment 
account shall be nontransferable. 

‘‘(B) REEMPLOYMENT BONUS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii)— 
‘‘(I) if a recipient determined eligible under 

paragraph (5)(C)(ii) obtains full-time employ-
ment before the 13th week of unemployment 
for which unemployment compensation is 
paid, the balance of his or her personal reem-
ployment account shall be provided directly 
to the recipient in cash; and 

‘‘(II) if a recipient determined eligible 
under paragraph (5)(C)(iii) obtains full-time 
employment before the end of the 13th week 
after the date on which the account is estab-
lished, the balance of his or her personal re-
employment account shall be provided di-
rectly to the recipient in cash. 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATIONS.—The following limita-
tions shall apply with respect to a recipient 
described in clause (i): 

‘‘(I) 60 percent of the remaining personal 
reemployment account balance shall be paid 
to the recipient at the time of employment. 

‘‘(II) 40 percent of the remaining personal 
reemployment account shall be paid to the 
recipient after 26 weeks of employment re-
tention. 

‘‘(iii) EXCEPTION REGARDING SUBSEQUENT 
EMPLOYMENT.—If a recipient described in 
clause (i) subsequently becomes unemployed 
due to a lack of work after receiving the por-
tion of the reemployment bonus specified 
under clause (ii)(I), the individual may use 
the amount remaining in the personal reem-
ployment account for the purposes described 
in subparagraph (A) but may not be eligible 
for additional cash payments under this sub-
paragraph. 

‘‘(8) PROGRAM INFORMATION AND EVALUA-
TION.— 

‘‘(A) INFORMATION.—The Secretary may re-
quire from eligible entities the collection 
and reporting on such financial, perform-
ance, and other program-related information 
as the Secretary determines is appropriate 
to carry out this subsection, including the 
evaluation described in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) EVALUATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, pursuant 

to the authority provided under section 172, 
shall, directly or through grants, contracts, 
or cooperative agreement with appropriate 
entities, conduct an evaluation of the activi-
ties carried out under any grants awarded 
under this subsection. 

‘‘(ii) REPORT.—The report to Congress 
under section 172(e) relating to the results of 
the evaluations required under section 172 
shall include the recommendation of the 
Secretary with respect to the use of personal 
reemployment account as a mechanism to 

assist individuals in obtaining and retaining 
employment.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) and 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and included extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 444. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the economic news over 

the last 8 months has been very en-
couraging. Republicans and President 
Bush have focused on creating jobs and 
opportunity, helping working Ameri-
cans by providing tax relief, improving 
worker training and education to help 
Americans without work get back on 
their feet, and enhancing the competi-
tiveness of employers both at home and 
abroad to ensure they continue to hire 
more and more American workers. 

As recent data from the Labor De-
partment shows, the U.S. is creating 
thousands of new jobs every month. 
The pro-growth agenda has created 1.1 
million net new jobs over the last 8 
months, and 625,000 jobs, net new jobs, 
I should say, in March and April alone. 
Moreover, the national unemployment 
rate declined to 5.6 percent in April, 
lower than the average unemployment 
rate during the 1970s, the 1980s, and the 
1990s. 

While this is welcome news for work-
ing Americans, we remain committed 
to ensuring that every displaced work-
er has the opportunity to find mean-
ingful employment and access to job- 
training services that will help them 
find good-paying jobs. As President 
Bush has said, one worker out of work 
is one too many, and we have a respon-
sibility to help working families in 
times when they need it most. 

Job training and worker education is 
more important to this effort in to-
day’s changing economy now more 
than ever before. Every member of our 
society, including those who are most 
vulnerable and the hardest to employ, 
want to achieve independence and self- 
sufficiency. No American wants endless 
reliance on our government, and I 
think the President recognizes that 
and providing personal reemployment 
accounts represents one more way we 
are helping the unemployed by specifi-
cally tailoring job training and em-
ployment services to meet their unique 
needs. 

Giving displaced workers the re-
sources they need and continuing this 
economic expansion is critically impor-
tant. That brings us to why we are here 
today: to highlight a new and innova-
tive approach to helping the unem-

ployed get back on their feet. The bill 
before us, the Worker Reemployment 
Accounts Act, allows demonstration 
funding under the Workforce Invest-
ment Act to be used by States and 
local workforce investment boards for 
a pilot project to offer personal reem-
ployment accounts of up to $3,000. 

With the funds from these accounts, 
unemployed workers may purchase a 
variety of different services to help 
them find a new job and to reenter the 
workforce, including job training, child 
care, transportation, housing assist-
ance, relocation services, career coun-
seling, computer classes, just to name 
a few. And all of these are accessible 
through the One-Stop Career Center 
system where unemployed workers al-
ready seek job training assistance. 

A key component of this plan allows 
workers who become reemployed with-
in 13 weeks to keep the balance of their 
account as a cash reemployment bonus. 
In addition, these reemployment ac-
counts empower individual recipients 
to make choices appropriate for their 
own circumstances. Recipients will be 
able to create reemployment accounts 
that help them navigate all of the op-
tions that are available, such as career 
counseling or job training for a new 
profession. In providing choice and 
flexibility, I think we get people back 
to work into steady, good-paying jobs 
sooner. 

For those who are struggling to get 
back on their feet, we in Congress, I 
think, have a responsibility to look for 
additional solutions to help them when 
they need it most. The intent of this 
bill is clear: this new benefit supple-
ments and enhances the services that 
are already available for those who are 
most likely to face obstacles in finding 
and keeping new employment, whether 
it be unemployment benefits or the 
employment training programs offered 
through the Workforce Investment 
Act. 

The bill before us is a pilot project, a 
scaled-back version of a more com-
prehensive proposal that the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
approved last year. Our goal here is to 
put this program to a test, see how it 
works in practice, and determine 
whether it truly gives unemployed 
workers an option, a workable option 
to help them improve their job search. 
The lessons learned through this pilot 
project will give Congress more infor-
mation on how best to serve those who 
are looking for work. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER) 
and the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON) for their work on this meas-
ure and last year’s bill as well. During 
hearings that we had last year, we 
heard from State leaders at a field 
hearing in Nevada about the practical 
benefits of these reemployment ac-
counts in helping the unemployed. We 
also heard from Labor Secretary Elaine 
Chao, who said that the accounts ‘‘will 
empower individuals by giving them 
more flexibility, personal choice, and 
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control over their job search and ca-
reer.’’ 

Over the past 2 years, we have taken 
numerous steps to help unemployed 
workers, and we are also in the process 
of reauthorizing the Federal job-train-
ing programs under the Workforce In-
vestment Act. Millions of jobless work-
ers should not have to wait for job- 
training reform, and Congress has an 
obligation this year to improve those 
job-training opportunities for Amer-
ican workers. Unfortunately, it ap-
pears, though, that some in the other 
body want to block major job-training 
legislation that would help strengthen 
training and retraining opportunities 
for American workers. I think if given 
the opportunity, we look forward to 
completing work on that legislation 
this year. 

But Congress must act now to pro-
vide new, innovative options to help 
workers as quickly as possible, and the 
choice and flexibility available through 
personal reemployment accounts will 
help more Americans get back on their 
feet and find good jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong opposition to H.R. 444, and I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill completely 
misses the mark. American workers 
need job creation. American workers 
also need extended unemployment ben-
efits. This sour economy has lost 2 mil-
lion jobs since President Bush took of-
fice. This bill does nothing to address 
these issues, the most pressing facing 
our workforce today. Instead, H.R. 444 
creates an untested and risky job- 
training voucher scheme. 

This voucher scheme cuts off workers 
from regular job-training benefits when 
they accept a PRA. This legislation 
also demeans workers by assuming 
that those receiving unemployment 
benefits need a financial lure to go 
back to work. 

I am not sure about other congres-
sional districts, but unemployed work-
ers in Flint, Michigan, my hometown, 
and other areas of Michigan do not 
need an incentive to find work. They 
are in desperate search of work right 
now. They do not need an incentive to 
be able to afford their mortgage or to 
provide for their family. They need 
jobs. 

b 1115 

I am surprised there are those in this 
body that think that American work-
ers need a financial incentive to find a 
job. The real story behind this bill is 
that it simply fails to address the most 
pressing needs of the American worker. 
It is a sham. 

Let us look at the real problems fac-
ing the American worker. Two million 
jobs have been lost since the beginning 
of the Bush administration, 8.2 million 
individuals are unemployed, 1.5 million 
workers have exhausted their unem-
ployment benefits, wages have barely 

kept up with inflation, and this bill 
does nothing to address these prob-
lems. 

Substantive help for American work-
ers lies in an initiative to create jobs 
and to extend unemployment insur-
ance. Yet this Republican Congress and 
the Bush administration has contin-
ually failed to address these needs. The 
last extension of UI benefits ran out 
late last year. Despite some meager job 
growth in the past few months, we re-
main two million jobs in the hole since 
the beginning of the Bush administra-
tion. The Republican answer to these 
problems is a pilot project for job 
training vouchers. 

This bill brings no new resources to 
help American workers. Instead, it 
would steal funding from other proven 
job training programs. How could this 
respond to the needs of the American 
workers? 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I urge Mem-
bers to oppose this bill. We need real- 
world solutions to real-world problems, 
not unfunded, untested legislation 
which will not address the true needs 
of the American worker. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. OSBORNE), a member of the 
Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, it seems 
that in these debates we so often get 
sidetracked into discussions of ide-
ology, and I think it is important we 
focus on the bill before us. I certainly 
have great respect for those on the mi-
nority side and understand and appre-
ciate some of their concerns. 

I think it is important that we point 
out that this is a pilot bill. This is not 
something that is going to directly im-
pact all workers everywhere in the 
country. And the reason I think this is 
important to point out is that, as the 
chairman mentioned, there will be sev-
eral different programs that people can 
allocate their money into. And let us 
see if Congress cannot find out exactly 
where people want to put their money. 

So if 50 percent of the money goes to 
child care, and 10 percent goes to en-
hancing computer skills, and 40 percent 
goes into career counseling, pretty 
soon Congress is going to get a picture 
as to what is really important to work-
ers and where those resources need to 
be allocated. This certainly represents 
an innovative approach to providing 
assistance to unemployment workers. 

As the chairman mentioned, we live 
in a different world. I think the aver-
age worker today may have as many as 
four or five different jobs. And this is 
not necessarily because the economy is 
bad, it is simply because the economy 
is changing consistently. So almost ev-
eryone at one time or another is going 
to be between jobs or without a job. 

I think this approach offers some 
unique opportunities. It certainly of-
fers great flexibility, and this is the 
critical part in job training. It may 

have to do with computer skills, it may 
be earning a license to be a realtor, a 
financial planner, or 1 year at a com-
munity college, which I think is a tre-
mendous option for a great many peo-
ple. We feel also that child care, trans-
portation, career counseling, reloca-
tion services, housing assistance are 
viable alternatives as well. 

The last thing I would like to men-
tion, Mr. Speaker, is simply the fact 
that there are some incentives here for 
people to not only get a job but to have 
some money, some seed money to get 
started on their new career. For in-
stance, as an example, a person had a 
$3,000 grant and $2,000 of it was spent, 
maybe some of it on community col-
lege, some for child care, and there was 
$1,000 remaining. This would leave $600 
at employment that person could use 
to get back on their feet and $400 to be 
used after 6 months of employment. 

So we think that this is certainly an 
interesting and flexible approach. I 
urge support of this bill, H.R. 444. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
ranking member of the committee, the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman for 
yielding and for his handling of this 
bill for the minority on the floor and 
his work on it in the committee. 

And the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. KILDEE) is quite right. We should 
oppose this bill. I have to say that I 
think my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle are simply describing a bill 
that is not before us, because they talk 
about this as being supplemental and 
providing flexibility to the unemployed 
worker. 

Now, clearly, we would like to do 
that, because we have 8 million unem-
ployed individuals in this country. We 
have 90,000 people who are exhausting 
their unemployment benefits a week in 
this country who still have not been 
unable to find employment, who are in 
desperate straits. So, clearly, there is a 
need for what they are describing. 

But let us understand something. 
What they are describing in terms of 
flexibility is already available in the 
law under the WIA bill that we are in 
the process of reauthorizing. They can 
provide you child care stipends if it 
helps you take advantage of a com-
puter training program or a program at 
the community college or a program of 
a collaborative in your community. 
They can provide you a transportation 
voucher to get to that program if that 
is what is necessary. 

That is why we designed the law that 
way, because we know that the unem-
ployed come to these programs, and 
their needs are varied. Some people 
have automobiles, and some people do 
not. Some people have access to trans-
portation, and some people do not. 
Their child care came with the job, and 
now they have lost it. That is why we 
built in that flexibility in the current 
program. 
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What this says is if you go for the 

bait on the hook, which is a grant, that 
could be up to $3,000, you are then pro-
hibited from participating in those pro-
grams unless you take the $3,000 or the 
$500 or the $700. Because at $3,000 you 
are only going to take care of 16,000 
people. We have 90,000 people who are 
losing their unemployment benefits a 
week. But if you take the $500, you 
then have to pay for the programs that 
are currently available to you in your 
community under the WIA act for free. 

What is the deal here, folks? You are 
no better off. It is not supplemental. 
You have just lost your eligibility to 
what may be very good, comprehensive 
training programs. 

In my community, industry is com-
ing to community colleges and to the 
work incentive force all of the time to 
say we would like to structure a pro-
gram in the community to provide us X 
number of people in biotechnology and 
high technology and refining business, 
whatever it is. That is the needs in our 
community. 

You take this $500 voucher, you lose 
the eligibility to go to those programs. 
This is neither flexible nor supple-
mental. It takes away what people now 
have available to them. And if you 
took this $50 million, which obviously, 
given the President’s memo on 2006, is 
going to be cut from other job training 
programs, if you added $50 million, you 
could provide much more child care to 
those individuals who need that to par-
ticipate in retraining and to get ready 
for the next employment opportunity 
or need transportation costs covered so 
they can get to the community college 
or they can get to the training pro-
gram or to the licensure program, 
whatever it is they choose. That is all 
available in law today. 

The Republicans have said this is Ca-
reer Week. This is Career Week in the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. The only career we keep dealing 
with is legislation that doesn’t do any-
thing. We are making a career out of 
providing answers that do not answer 
the questions that workers are asking. 
We have got to stop this. 

We ought to get on with the WIA bill. 
We ought to get it reauthorized. We 
ought to make sure that the funding is 
there so that all of the flexibility that 
is in that law can be utilized by the 8 
million American workers who are 
looking for jobs in this economy and 
have been unable to find them. 

So I would hope that my colleagues 
would join the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE) and vote against this 
legislation, understanding that this is 
harmful and, in fact, it will subtract 
from the total job training package 
that this government is making avail-
able to those unemployed and to their 
families. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, we probably would not 
be here today if the other body would 
actually go to conference on the reau-
thorization of the Workforce Invest-

ment Act. But I think all of us realize 
that they have been unwilling to go to 
conference, and we believe that we 
have got every responsibility known to 
man to help those people who are un-
employed and need help. 

Secondly, let me say that, once 
again, we are getting into a debate 
about the perfect becoming the enemy 
of the good. What this bill does is set 
up a pilot project that allows unem-
ployed workers who qualify the option 
of this $3,000 reemployment bonus. The 
real key here is that they, the unem-
ployed workers, get to decide what 
kind of training they need, what kind 
of education they might need, what 
kind of services they may need to help 
them get back on their feet and into 
good work. They get to decide, not 
some bureaucrat in some office some-
where. They get to decide. 

And this option of allowing them 
that flexibility, I think, is worth try-
ing. That is what we are asking for 
today: Let us try this. Let us see what 
happens. Let us see if this additional 
flexibility for unemployed workers 
does, in fact, help them get the train-
ing, retraining they may need to find a 
good job. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to my colleague, the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER) the 
author of this bill. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H.R. 444 for multiple 
reasons. 

First of all, we are facing an ever- 
changing economy both nationally and 
internationally. Could you imagine 
just a few years ago going go to the gas 
station and you would not have help or 
an attendant, you would have a piece 
of technology taking your credit card, 
you enter it into the gas pump, or go to 
the grocery store where people are 
being replaced by technology? Can you 
imagine going to rental car agency and 
it all being done electronically? So we 
are facing quite a change in the world 
and here in the U.S. 

Nevada, as my colleagues know, is 
one of the fastest-growing states in the 
country but is also the entertainment 
and resort capital of the world. There 
was a day when we depended solely on 
the gaming economy. Not only gaming 
today is number one, we are the top 
shopping destination and restaurant 
destination in the world because we 
have had to change and change dra-
matically. 

The National Chamber of Commerce 
has said that 40 percent of the jobs in 
the future do not exist today. They 
have also said that 75 percent of the 
workers as we know them today must 
change their skills and their tech-
nology. 

Then we look at what happened after 
9/11. September 11 changed the world. 
The community of Nevada was literally 
out of business for 90 days. But because 
of the resilient business community, 
because of labor working in concert 
with our resort industry, we are com-
ing back stronger than ever. 

The Nevada impacts are such that we 
are now the bellwether for the econ-
omy across the United States. The 
economy is turning around as Nevada 
has turned around. People are getting 
back to work. In Nevada alone we have 
created close to 60,000 new jobs in the 
last year. We are in a 4.3 percent unem-
ployment rate, a true bellweather for 
the economy as it is improving across 
the country. 

And credit goes to labor and business 
working together. As our business com-
munities change, as has our labor com-
munity, such as the Culinary Union 
working closely with business. But na-
tionwide housing starts, all-time high; 
gross national product, all-time high; 
Wall Street, every day we are seeing 
improvements. Nationwide, 1.1 million 
new jobs since last August, 625,000 jobs 
in March and April alone. 

But, more importantly, the greatness 
of society, the greatness of America is 
not based upon our checkbooks. It is 
what we do to help those folks that 
need help. H.R. 444 does just that. It 
provides a voluntary program, a vol-
untary program for States to choose if 
they want to be a part of this program. 
It is a demonstration project, but, 
more importantly, it is a new tool to 
train our workers in this new global 
environment. 

The benefits, we have touched upon 
them this morning but I would like to 
cover them one more time. 

Transportation. Many of these folks 
in Nevada have a hard time getting to 
the job for the interview. 

Day care. Why not allow moms and 
dads to have some assistance? Many 
need a telephone, simply a telephone to 
help receive that call when the job is 
available. 

And Nevada, being one of the fastest- 
growing States regarding the Hispanic 
population, we need help with language 
and language barriers. 

There are those that will say that 
these tools exist today. I am sorry, but 
it is very complex, very confusing. This 
provides for a one-stop, easy access and 
a matter-of-fact choice. So the em-
ployee who needs help the most can 
make the decision and receive the bal-
ance if they are employed within the 13 
weeks. 

So, in summary, Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the opportunity to speak on 
this very important tool as we enter 
this new environment, provide a new 
tool for a new economy. It is flexible, it 
is voluntary, and it provides choice for 
the employee. 

b 1130 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the oppor-
tunity to speak on behalf of H.R. 444, 
and I appreciate Members’ votes. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. TIERNEY), a member of 
the committee. 

Mr. TIERNEY. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE) for yielding me time, and I thank 
him for his work in opposition to this 
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bill. I think he has it exactly right, Mr. 
Speaker. These PRAs, as they are 
called, the personal reemployment ac-
counts, are presented to us in the face 
of over 2 million jobs lost under this 
present Republican administration. 
One and a half million workers have 
exhausted their unemployment insur-
ance benefits. President Bush and the 
House Republicans refuse to extend 
those unemployment benefits despite 
these facts. 

Even Federal Reserve Chairman Alan 
Greenspan thinks it is a good idea to 
extend those benefits. The money is al-
ready in the trust fund. It is the right 
thing to do morally. We have done it in 
the past, in the first Bush administra-
tion. We did it five times. It is the eco-
nomically wise thing to do. For every 
dollar invested in unemployment bene-
fits, $1.73 comes back into the economy 
because people that get it have needs. 
They have rent or mortgage payments 
to make. They have health care bills, 
car payments, education costs, gro-
ceries. That is what this economy 
needs right now to give those people a 
boost so they can survive while they 
are looking for a job. 

But the administration and the Re-
publicans in the House seem afraid 
that extending those benefits will be an 
admission of their failed economic poli-
cies, the fact that we have had two tax 
cuts for millionaires while we are 
fighting two wars, and regular Ameri-
cans are the ones being asked to sac-
rifice. So these so-called PRAs are of-
fered, actually they are reoffered as 
you have heard, as this is a bill that 
was already presented through the 
House and advisedly passed. It provides 
no employment, no unemployment ben-
efits, no job creation. There is no new 
money to get people to work. In fact, it 
is going to be funded through cuts in 
existing programs. And because we are 
$500 billion in deficit, it is pretty clear 
that there is not going to be enough 
money there for the $3,000 that people 
are talking about. It is going to in fact 
be far less per person. 

In brief, it is robbing from proven 
programs that are effective job-train-
ing programs for an experiment that is 
designed to fail. It is built on a false 
premise. We had Secretary Chao come 
before the committee and when asked 
why she would not extend unemploy-
ment insurance benefits, she said be-
cause the administration thought that 
was an incentive for people not to look 
for work. That is an insulting, false 
premise. Two million people are invol-
untarily unemployed during this term. 
For every three people looking, there is 
only one job. Many people that are get-
ting a job are getting it at 21 percent 
less pay than the job that they lost. 

Although the bill proposes $3,000, it is 
more likely that people will get far 
less. The one-stop centers that we have 
now are the centers that have the flexi-
bility. They are serving the needs of 
people. In fact, they provide for the 
other things that were talked about, as 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 

GEORGE MILLER) said. But what they 
want to do here is take a program that 
averages 5 to $6,000 in costs for job- 
training programs now available to in-
dividuals that have lost their jobs and 
substitute it for up to $3,000 which will 
fall far short in which they are sup-
posed to pay for that 5 to $6,000 worth 
of job training and child care and 
transportation and housing assistance 
and relocation services and career 
counseling. 

This must be a miracle $3,000 per per-
son because it is shrinking as the needs 
are there. The present system, Mr. 
Speaker, is working. It is one that peo-
ple have worked on in a bipartisan na-
ture. This is what we need to do, not 
false programs, but deal with the real 
needs of the unemployed. Give them 
extended unemployment benefits and 
give them a chance to get a job. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Does the gentleman from 
California (Mr. MCKEON) wish to con-
trol the time of the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER)? 

Mr. MCKEON. Yes, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 

objection, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON) will control the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER). 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Geor-
gia (Mr. ISAKSON), the vice-chairman of 
the Subcommittee on 21st Century 
Competitiveness. 

Mr. ISAKSON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from California (Mr. 
MCKEON) for yielding me time. I thank 
the gentleman from Nevada (Mr. POR-
TER) for his work on this. 

The discussion I have just heard was 
about what this bill is not. I would like 
to talk for a second about what this 
bill is. 

This is a creative opportunity at the 
election of the local WIA board and at 
the election of the applicant for the 
grant to take a creative approach to 
take someone from unemployment to 
employment. 

Now, outside the Beltway there is a 
real world; and in the 22 years prior to 
my election to this Congress, I ran a 
company, a company substantially all 
of whose employees were second or 
third career which meant they might 
have come out of a job loss, a job trans-
fer, or a temporary unemployment be-
cause of the birth of a child or illness 
or whatever. And I can tell you in this 
unique world that we live in there is 
not a one-size-fits-all formula in terms 
of the requirements necessary for re-
employment. 

To allow the option for a local board 
to create these personal reemployment 
accounts and the option for an indi-
vidual to accept the waiver and apply 
for the funds does the following things: 
it takes a person who is otherwise em-
ployable but in need of specific tar-
geted help, whether it is in specific 
training, whether it is in child care or 
whether it is in transportation, to do a 

tailor-made job to go into employment, 
and I employed people that way every 
day for 22 years before I came to Con-
gress. 

It is a creative way to approach the 
needs of some people in looking for em-
ployment. 

Secondly, what is so important for us 
to consider today is the present-day en-
vironment. The number of unemployed 
has been reduced from its peak because 
the American economy is improving. 
Those that are unemployed in many 
cases may be those who are more in 
need of specialized training or help 
that otherwise might have been true a 
year ago or 6 months ago. It is only 
right to grant that flexibility. And as 
long as we cannot get an agreement to 
go to conference on the base bill that 
now lies in limbo, it is only appropriate 
we take the right initiative. 

I want to end with this. There are 
two basic motivators in human nature. 
One is risk and the other is reward. 
This approach takes the reward ap-
proach and the incentive approach and 
even in the end has the encouragement 
for residual funds to remain with the 
grantee, if they are employed earlier 
than they otherwise might have been. 

Any other approach is for people to 
fear flexibility, to fear choice, and to 
fear creativity. Those are not things 
we should fear. Just as we proved in 
welfare-to-work, with targeted funds, 
with flexibility, with child care, with 
training, we could take a life of de-
pendency and turn it into a life of inde-
pendency. I will subscribe to that every 
single time. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Chairman Greenspan before the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce 
indicated that he supports the exten-
sion of unemployment benefits. And 
after he made that statement, of 
course, the President of the United 
States announced that he would re-
appoint Alan Greenspan, would extend 
his tenure. Well, if he does that, let us 
extend those unemployment benefits 
which Mr. Greenspan supports. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. AN-
DREWS). 

(Mr. ANDREWS asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE), for yielding me time. 
I rise in opposition to the bill. 

I suppose if you are one of the 8 mil-
lion unemployed Americans listening 
to this debate, Mr. Speaker, you won-
der what this bill would mean to you. 
First, if you live in one of the many, 
many States that would not be part of 
this pilot program, it means nothing. 
Second, if you are in one of the States 
or counties that has the pilot program, 
you keep hearing about this $3,000, 
there is no $3,000. This bill was not 
funded in the President’s budget. 

If money would be scraped together 
for it, it would come out of something 
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else that helps unemployed people. It is 
up to $3,000. So someone listening to 
this, Mr. Speaker, should not assume 
that he or she is going to get a $3,000 
voucher. But let us assume that you 
live in one of the pilot counties and the 
money is there to some extent. What 
does this mean? It means you are un-
employed and you get a choice. You 
can either take all the services that 
the law presently provides like job 
training, like counseling, like trans-
portation, like child care; or you can 
give up your right to receive those 
services for a year and take this check 
of up to $3,000 instead. 

Now, if you have looked at the price 
of sending children to child care, $3,000 
does not go very far. If you have looked 
at tuition at a career college or a com-
munity college, $3,000 does not go very 
far. If you have looked at the things 
that people need to do to get to work 
or find work, it does not go very far at 
all. So the premise of the bill seems to 
be that people are not taking jobs be-
cause it is better to stay on unemploy-
ment than it is to go get a job. I would 
suggest, Mr. Speaker, that anybody 
who thinks that has probably never 
been on unemployment. 

The idea here is not that the $3,000 is 
going to be an incentive for people to 
go get a job. People are not taking jobs 
because the economy is not creating 
the jobs. For every three people look-
ing for work in America today, there is 
one job. That is the problem that we 
ought to fix. We ought to extend unem-
ployment benefits for those without a 
job. We ought to pass the transpor-
tation bill so that we put 300,000 Amer-
icans to work. We ought to adopt the 
Ryan proposal from yesterday that 
would create 100,000 new jobs for first 
responders to deal with our homeland 
security problems. That is the way to 
fix this problem. Not this bill. 

I would urge my colleagues to oppose 
the bill. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. MCKEON), the original au-
thor and I would describe as the father 
of the Workforce Investment Act. I ap-
plaud him on his good work. 

Mr. MCKEON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 444, the Worker Reemployment 
Accounts Act, which offers new assist-
ance for unemployed workers in the 
form of personal reemployment ac-
counts that would help workers that 
need it the most return to work quick-
ly. 

I would like to thank my good friend 
from Nevada (Mr. PORTER) for his hard 
work and the things he has done in get-
ting this legislation here, and also the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) 
for his work and leadership in getting 
this bill to the floor. 

With 1.1 million new jobs created in 
the last 8 months, and 625,000 jobs 
added in March and April, it is clear 
that our economy is strong and on the 
right track. The economic forecast for 

the manufacturing sector is also bright 
after adding jobs for 3 consecutive 
months. In fact, on Tuesday the Insti-
tute for Supply Management reported 
that its manufacturing employment 
index advanced in May for the seventh 
consecutive month and is now at the 
highest mark in 31 years. Moreover, 
the unemployment rate fell to 5.6 per-
cent in April, lower than the average 
unemployment rate during the 70s, 80s 
and 90s. 

As an example, my home State of 
California added more than 61,000 jobs 
from December 2003 to April 2004. 
Under the leadership of the President 
and Congress who are focusing our ef-
forts to make America more globally 
competitive, our Nation’s economy is 
strengthening and adding momentum 
every month. Despite these encour-
aging signs, we need to do more to help 
displaced workers get back on their 
feet. The Worker Reemployment Ac-
counts Act is a step in the right direc-
tion and an innovative approach to 
helping workers find good paying jobs. 

The bill authorizes funding for a pilot 
program that would help workers with 
personal reemployment accounts of up 
to $3,000 to purchase employment-re-
lated services to help them return to 
work. This is a flexible approach that 
empowers Americans to find good-pay-
ing jobs. Funds from these accounts 
can be used for job training, career 
counseling, relocation services, child 
care, and housing assistance among 
others. 

One of the best elements of the plan 
is that any unspent balance in the ac-
count can be kept by workers who find 
work within 13 weeks. It is a great in-
centive. 

The personal reemployment account 
will be administered through the one- 
stop career center system established 
under the Workforce Investment Act, 
where displaced workers already seek 
employment assistance. State and 
local workforce boards that want to 
participate will apply to the Secretary 
of Labor for competitive grants to offer 
personal reemployment accounts to un-
employed workers. 

An individual who receives an ac-
count must be receiving unemployment 
benefits, be identified by the State as 
likely to exhaust his or her benefits, 
and be eligible for at least 20 weeks of 
unemployment compensation. These 
accounts are a new benefit that would 
work in tandem with unemployment 
insurance as an additional vehicle for 
helping workers in their efforts to find 
good jobs. It would not create an en-
tirely new and complicated system to 
administer, as some on the other side 
of the aisle are proposing. 

Over the past 2 years, Republicans 
have taken numerous steps to help un-
employed workers, and this is another 
way we are responding to needs of 
Americans who find themselves with-
out work. 

The U.S. economy is strong and get-
ting stronger. By giving job seekers all 
the necessary resources they need to 

return to work, we will continue this 
economic resurgence to keep the U.S. 
jobs-creation engine running strong. 
The Worker Reemployment Accounts 
Act provides a unique approach to 
helping displaced workers return to 
good jobs and deserves every Member’s 
support. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN). 

b 1145 

Mr. CARDIN. Mr. Speaker, let me 
thank the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. KILDEE) for his leadership on this 
issue and helping working people in our 
country; and, Mr. Speaker, let me say 
I wish that the comments of the last 
speaker, my colleague, were true in re-
gards to the economy, but the facts 
speak to something quite different. 

If we take a look at the jobs that 
have been created within the last sev-
eral months, we find we have traded 
very good jobs, jobs in this country, for 
jobs that are paying much lower wages. 
When we look at the total record over 
the last 3 years, we find we have lost 
millions of jobs. When we look at the 
unemployment rate in this Nation, we 
find that many people have just given 
up hope, and that is why the unemploy-
ment rate may appear to be higher 
than it really is, but many people in 
this Nation who are looking for jobs 
cannot find jobs and have literally left 
the labor field altogether. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a problem in 
our economy, and the problem can first 
be summed by saying we do not have 
enough jobs. We need an economic pro-
gram that will create more jobs for 
Americans. 

Number two, Mr. Speaker, we have 
millions of Americans who cannot find 
employment, and they need help called 
unemployment insurance, which in 
every prior recession and downturn 
Democrats and Republicans have come 
together to extend unemployment ben-
efits. We have a fund to do this. There 
are millions of dollars in that fund, but 
yet the majority refuses to allow us to 
vote on the unemployment compensa-
tion. 

So the first issue is the issue of jobs, 
and we need an economic plan that will 
create jobs. Unfortunately, the admin-
istration has pursued a fiscally reck-
less economic plan that has added tril-
lions of dollars to our national debt 
and is killing jobs rather than creating 
jobs because of government debt. 

The record over the last 3 years, mil-
lions of fewer jobs here in this Nation. 
People are hurting, Mr. Speaker. We 
need to do something about it. Eight 
million Americans are unemployed 
today; 1.8 million of them have been 
without a job for 6 months or longer. 
We have record numbers of people who 
have exhausted their State unemploy-
ment benefits. 

Since we allowed last year the expi-
ration of the Federal unemployment 
insurance benefits, we have found 1.5 
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million workers have exhausted their 
State benefits without the benefit of 
the Federal unemployment insurance; 
yet, the Republican leadership has re-
fused us a vote on this floor of an ex-
tension of the Federal unemployment 
insurance benefits. They know that a 
majority of the Members of this body 
would vote in favor of that legislation, 
and yet they deny us a vote on the ex-
tension of unemployment benefits. 
Nineteen billion dollars is sitting in 
the Federal unemployment trust ac-
count, $19 billion which is accumulated 
exactly for this purpose, to help the 
unemployed worker; and the majority 
of Republicans refuse to allow us a vote 
on extending those benefits to those 
who need it. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we have a problem. 
We have a problem with the wrong eco-
nomic program, and we have a problem 
of not helping those people that are un-
employed. 

This bill does nothing in that regard. 
We should be debating programs to cre-
ate new job opportunities in America, 
and we should be extending unemploy-
ment benefits to those who do not have 
the employment. I regret that we are 
not doing that today. 

I would urge my colleagues to listen 
to the motion to recommit, because 
that is the only opportunity we are 
going to have that will be offered by 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE) that at least will give us a chance 
to help us do something to help Amer-
ican workers. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 6 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. KUCINICH). 

Mr. KUCINICH. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KIL-
DEE) very much for the time, and it is 
a pleasure to work with him on the 
committee to protect the rights of 
workers and also to speak to the con-
cern of unemployed Americans. 

I rise to strongly oppose H.R. 444, the 
Worker Reemployment Accounts Act 
of 2004. I would like to begin with a re-
flection here. 

Alan Greenspan, the Chairman of the 
Federal Reserve, recently appeared in 
Washington to talk about unemploy-
ment and about unemployment insur-
ance, and he said ‘‘that when unem-
ployment is created, through no fault 
of the workers’ actions, then I think it 
is clearly to our advantage to find 
ways of creating support in our system, 
and as a consequence, in times like 
this, I have supported the issue of ex-
tension of unemployment insurance.’’ 
That is Alan Greenspan, the chairman 
of the Federal Reserve. 

Now, there is an urgency about this 
issue about unemployment, and I 
would submit that the solution that is 
being offered today by our friends in 
the majority is a false solution. We 
have the chairman of the Federal Re-
serve ready to recognize the urgency of 
unemployment insurance. It is obvious 
that we ought to be providing for an 

extension of unemployment insurance 
to meet the needs of those millions of 
Americans who are desperate today for 
Congress to take action. Why are they 
desperate? Well, let us look at what 
happened. 

The economic record of this adminis-
tration will show that over a period 
from January of 2001 to April 2004, 
there has, in fact, been a substantial 
increase in the unemployment rate 
from 4.2 percent in January 2001 to 5.6 
percent in April of 2004. Let us look 
more closely at this. 

What we have here is of great con-
sequence to millions of Americans be-
cause in this period, from January 2001 
to April 2004, we have seen long-term 
unemployment nearly triple. In other 
words, there are not only more people 
unemployed, but more people are un-
employed for longer periods of time, 
which means a tremendous adverse 
economic impact on their families. 

In January 2001, there were approxi-
mately 680,000 people in this country 
who were unemployed more than 26 
weeks; but now, in April of 2004, under 
the economic policies of this adminis-
tration, the unemployment rate for 
those who have been unemployed for 
more than 26 weeks has gone to 1.8 mil-
lion, nearly three times. This, of 
course, means that there is real des-
peration on the part of many American 
families to get some help. 

Now, let us put this in a historical 
context. How do we take the economic 
policies of this administration with re-
spect to job creation and with respect 
to the lack thereof and put it against 
all administrations over the last 70 
years? This comparison is noteworthy 
because what we see here is that going 
all the way back to the time of Herbert 
Hoover, there has not been a worse 
condition where we have seen an actual 
decline in private sector jobs. In this 
whole arc of a 70-year period, we see in 
one administration after another, Dem-
ocrat and Republican alike, this ad-
ministration has failed to meet the 
tests that all other administrations, 
Democratic and Republican alike, have 
met; and, in fact, we have here an ac-
tual decline in private sector jobs, only 
in this administration. 

So what should be the solution right 
now with so many people suffering? We 
have been told this by the Chairman of 
the Federal Reserve. Our unemploy-
ment system is very well structured, 
and it has worked the way I think we 
wanted it to work. Alan Greenspan 
again said that on March 11 of this 
year. 

So we should be here talking today 
about an extension of unemployment 
benefits. Not only is it important in 
terms of recognizing the abysmal fail-
ure of an administration in dealing 
with the creation of jobs, but with 
knowing the suffering of working fami-
lies who are not getting any relief 
whatsoever at a time when the fund, as 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CARDIN) pointed out, keep building up 
and up. What are we going to do with 

all this money? Instead, we have a bill 
which apparently those who crafted it 
believe that left to their own devices 
the 8.2 million unemployed workers in 
America would prefer to simply remain 
jobless. 

With that analysis and thus the the-
ory that underlies, this bill is abso-
lutely wrong. Unemployed Americans 
are unemployed not because they want 
to be, but because they cannot find 
jobs. Since the recession began 37 
months ago, 2.2 million private sector 
jobs have disappeared, a 2 percent con-
traction in the job market. In every 
previous episode of recession and job 
decline since 1939, the number of jobs 
fully recovered to above the pre-reces-
sionary peak within 31 months at the 
start of the recession. This time, how-
ever, it has not happened. In fact, if 
employment had grown by the 2.2 per-
cent rate that occurred in the past 
three recessionary cycles, today’s labor 
market would have 5.2 million more 
jobs. Instead, we can all point to lost 
jobs, and that is all we can point to and 
more lost jobs. 

Well, the administration has re-
sponded to the situation by refusing to 
extend Federal unemployment bene-
fits, an action that is already paid for 
by the unemployment trust fund; 1.5 
million workers remain without a pay-
check and without an unemployment 
check. The number of individuals who 
have exhausted their State unemploy-
ment benefits without finding work is 
at the highest level ever recorded. 

This bill ought to be defeated. It is a 
nonsolution. It is time for Congress to 
act in bringing unemployment insur-
ance extension to the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER), the 
author of this bill. 

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to address the top five false claims 
that we have heard today about H.R. 
444 with some of the facts. 

False claim number 5: a reemploy-
ment bonus cannot motivate workers 
to find jobs that do not exist. The 
truth: as Republicans, our tax and 
growth programs over the past year 
have created 1.1 million new jobs, 
625,000 coming in March and April. 
These job opportunities are becoming 
more available, and we have to ensure 
that those chronically unemployed 
have the new tools and new skills to 
face this new economy. 

False claim number 4: PRAs do not 
provide workers with greater flexi-
bility. Rather, if workers choose a 
PRA, they would be prohibited from 
using WIA services for a full year. Mr. 
Speaker, the truth: reemployment ac-
counts provide the unemployed with a 
means of developing an individual spe-
cific plan for regaining employment. 
The prohibition against WIA services is 
to prevent double dipping. I think that 
is appropriate. 

False claim number 3: PRAs will be 
used as an excuse to not extend the 
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Temporary Emergency Unemployment 
Compensation Program. The truth, Mr. 
Speaker: Republicans have consist-
ently supported extending unemploy-
ment benefits. These PRAs are a sup-
plemental approach to benefits and 
represent one more way that Repub-
licans are using to help Americans find 
new jobs and get back to work quickly. 

False claim number 2: reemployment 
accounts come at the expense of other 
WIA job training and employment pro-
grams. The truth, Mr. Speaker: while 
appropriators will ultimately deter-
mine the allocation of these dollars, 
the funding for PRAs will flow through 
the discretionary fund of demonstra-
tion projects, not the funds used for 
other services. 

False claim number 1 on the top of 
the list: H.R. 444 would restrict, rather 
than expand, the amount of job train-
ing and other reemployment services. 
Mr. Speaker, Republicans have 
prioritized funding for job training. Re-
employment accounts are a voluntary 
program that allows for personalized 
and streamlined reemployment serv-
ices. No one is forced to use the ac-
count, and the purpose of the legisla-
tion is to provide the most effective 
use of funds for the unemployed. 

b 1200 

Again, I encourage strong support for 
H.R. 444. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER). 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gen-
tleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER) that 
he ought to read the bill, because truth 
and facts are about what the language 
of the bill says. 

If you read on line 16, page 15, ‘‘For 
the 1-year period following the estab-
lishment of the account, recipients 
may not receive intensive, supportive, 
or training services funded under this 
title except for the fee-for-services 
basis.’’ 

The gentleman obviously has not 
read the bill. That means that you ei-
ther pay for it with the stipend the 
gentleman says he wants to give them, 
which provides them no additional new 
services, no flexibility. So do not stand 
up here and talk about facts or truth. 
Read the bill. Read the bill, and the 
gentleman will find out what he is 
doing is denying them the services that 
are already available to them today. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Con-
necticut (Ms. DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
would establish a demonstration 
project that would ostensibly offer per-
sonal reemployment accounts to work-
ers, providing up to $3,000 in assistance 
for the purpose of finding a job and 
paying for services that would help 
lead to employment. 

Sounds good on the surface, but, as 
with every bill this administration 
puts forward that impacts workers, 
there is a catch. Employment services 

now offered through the One Stop Cen-
ters, at no cost to the unemployed 
worker, would have to be purchased, 
meaning that unemployed workers 
would now be charged for services that 
they can currently receive for free. 

To give an idea of the difference, 
those who utilize One Stop job training 
programs right now receive an average 
of $5,000 to $6,000 in services, about dou-
ble the maximum allowed under this 
bill. So we should not be fooled. The 
goal of this bill is not to provide addi-
tional reemployment services or job 
training funding for unemployed work-
ers; rather, it is to pave the way for 
placing a Federal cap on these services. 

In an economy with a million and a 
half workers who have already ex-
hausted their unemployment benefits, 
reducing these services without pro-
viding any job creation program is not 
only bad economic policy it is outright 
dismissive of what these families are 
going through day after day, particu-
larly women in transition, nearly half 
of whom are already finding Workforce 
Investment Act services, like local 
women’s education and training pro-
grams, insufficient. 

Mr. Speaker, the unemployed work-
ers in this country do not need ‘‘an in-
centive’’ to look for work. Supporting 
a family without a job is incentive 
enough. What they need is a job. Con-
gress should be expanding job training 
and job training access, not limiting 
them, as next year’s budget does. We 
should be extending health and unem-
ployment benefits to the unemployed, 
not letting them expire in the face of 
serious unemployment. 

Historically, this country, Repub-
lican or Democrat administrations, 
have extended unemployment benefits 
in time of need. As a Nation, we have 
said we are going to help people on a 
temporary basis meet these unemploy-
ment challenges that they have. Not 
this administration. What do they say? 
They say, if we extend those benefits, 
people will not go out and look for a 
job. That is the opinion they have of 
working people in this Nation. 

I say to my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle, walk in the shoes of 
the unemployed; understand what it 
means to live paycheck to paycheck. 
We do not have to worry about that in 
this body. There are folks in this coun-
try who worry about that every single 
day. The unemployed workers in this 
country deserve better. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
oppose this bill. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

There was a discussion here about 
what would happen if workers chose to 
take a $3,000 personal reemployment 
account and their ability to access 
services at the Career One Stops. I just 
want to set the record straight. 

While it is true that recipients would 
be prohibited from accessing intensive 
or training services through the One 
Stop career system for 1 year after the 
creation of the account, unless, unless 

the person with the account chooses to 
purchase services there, however, all 
individuals remain eligible for the core 
services provided by the Career One 
Stop. Such services include job search 
and placement assistance, including 
career counseling, where appropriate, 
and access to labor market informa-
tion. 

Now the idea here is that we allow 
individuals $3,000, giving them the 
right to choose the types of services 
that they think will help them get 
back on their feet and find a good job. 
They can purchase those services at 
the Career One Stop or they can go 
down the street and go to a community 
college if they want. But the core serv-
ices that the Career One Stops provide 
for all individuals, these persons with 
the $3,000 personal reemployment ac-
counts, would still be eligible for those 
core services. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, how much 
time do I have remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). The gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE) has 21⁄2 minutes re-
maining, and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. BOEHNER) has 6 minutes remain-
ing. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 11⁄2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WOOLSEY). 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, it is 
about time we address unemployment. 
Unfortunately, H.R. 444 is not the legis-
lation that will truly put Americans 
back to work. It offers only a tem-
porary solution for a limited pool of 
unemployed workers and is a poor solu-
tion to the ongoing unemployment 
problem of this Nation. 

Rather than PRAs, personal reem-
ployment accounts, we need across-the- 
board investments in the Workforce In-
vestment Act, WIA, and the Unemploy-
ment Insurance, UI, programs. These 
are the existing programs that need 
help so a broader number of workers 
stabilize their lives and develop the 
necessary skills to secure new jobs. 
Proper funding of these programs 
would make the difference. Finding 
ways to give unemployed workers real 
jobs is the real solution to the national 
unemployment problem, not a bill that 
puts additional burdens on the States, 
threatening to undo the Federal unem-
ployment system in the first place. 

Let me also remind my colleagues 
that $1 billion invested in highways 
and transit creates 47,500 new jobs. If 
we really want to create jobs, we 
should be moving forward with the 
transportation bill. These jobs pay a 
living wage, give workers the oppor-
tunity to better their communities, 
while at the same time supporting 
their families. 

H.R. 444 is not a real solution. The 
real solution would grant unemploy-
ment extensions when finding work 
takes longer than the length of the ini-
tial benefits, not a bill that forces 
workers to choose between receiving 
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WIA benefits or PRA benefits with no 
flexibility to go back to one when the 
other is exhausted. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 444 is false secu-
rity. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Kansas (Mr. TIAHRT). 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) for his leadership as chair-
man on the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. He is doing a tre-
mendous job. I also want to thank the 
gentleman from Nevada (Mr. PORTER) 
for this important legislation that he 
has introduced. I am also a cosponsor. 

Education and retraining are the 
keys to ensuring that the American 
worker is the most competitive in the 
world. Now, this is week three of 8 
weeks that the House is dedicating to 
addressing issues to bring jobs back 
into America. These eight issues are all 
very important because they are costs 
that are outside the control of employ-
ers. They are costs that are driven by 
the Federal Government. We are going 
to lower those costs by undoing some 
of the work Congress has done over the 
last generation and freeing up employ-
ers to bring jobs back into America. 

This week, we also have passed the 
Teacher Training Enhancement Act, 
the Teacher Shortage Response Act, 
the Priorities for Graduate Studies 
Act, and now we are addressing H.R. 
444, the Worker Reemployment Ac-
counts Act. 

One of the things I notice about the 
complaints about this bill from the 
other side is that we want to tell peo-
ple what to do. This bill gives them 
flexibility. They can go out and get job 
training. They can get child care. They 
can provide for transportation or ca-
reer counseling. The opponents of this 
bill do not want to provide choices be-
cause they do not trust Americans. 
They want to tell people what to do 
with their benefits. On the Republican 
side, we say we trust people to make 
good choices if they are given some op-
portunities. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to give an exam-
ple of a mother of three, who was work-
ing at the Ratheon Corporation in 
Wichita, Kansas. She wanted to finish 
her degree, and she got laid off. She 
could not provide for her child care, so 
she had to bring her mother back in 
from out of town to live with her while 
she went back to Wichita State Univer-
sity and completed her degree. With 
this legislation, she would have been 
able to carry on her education while 
her children were taken care of; and 
her mother would not have had to quit 
her job and move into her daughter’s 
house. 

This bill gives people flexibility so 
they can go out and get the child care 
they need. It is a good piece of legisla-
tion. It is part of bringing jobs back to 
America, and I urge all my colleagues 
to vote for it. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. HOLT). 

(Mr. HOLT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOLT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in op-
position. What we should be doing 
today is voting to extend unemploy-
ment benefits. However, the Repub-
lican leadership will not let that 
amendment be offered, even though or 
maybe because they know it would 
pass. 

Not only will the majority not assist 
workers who need jobs, but the authors 
of this bill assert that unemployed 
workers need financial incentive to get 
a job. Now, ask the workers whose jobs 
have been outsourced whether they 
need financial incentive to get a job. I 
am really shocked that the authors of 
this bill believe the American workers 
effectively need to be bribed to get a 
job. 

American workers are not looking 
for handouts. They are looking for 
jobs. And, even worse, this bill would 
effectively bar the recipients of this 
money from receiving actual job train-
ing. Contrary to, and I must respect-
fully differ from the chairman, con-
trary to what he says, they would not 
get actual job services. Sure, at a job 
center, if they find an open computer, 
they might be able to use it to prepare 
a resume, but they will not get the 
counseling they need. They will not get 
the training they need. This bill would 
deny workers the important training 
opportunities they need. 

This Nation has lost more than 2 mil-
lion jobs under this administration. We 
should be dealing with the unemploy-
ment needs of these workers. I ask my 
colleagues to oppose this risky scheme. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I think all of us realize that the 
American economy is changing, and I 
think it is changing at a more rapid 
pace than any of us would likely know. 
During a hearing several months ago, I 
found a number of statistics that I 
really found unusual. If we all think 
back for a moment to 1999, the Amer-
ican economy was in full bloom, the 
stock market was rising, employment 
levels were at all-time highs, yet in 
1999 the American economy lost 35 mil-
lion jobs. Yes, that is right. The Amer-
ican economy lost 35 million jobs. But, 
in 1999, the American economy also 
created 37 million new jobs, a net gain 
of 2 million jobs. 

Now, let us move forward 3 years to 
2002. And what happened in 2002? We 
had a recession, we had the effects of 9/ 
11, we had a war going on in Afghani-
stan, and the American economy lost 
35 million jobs in 2002. The American 
economy, though, in 2002, only created 
331⁄2 million new jobs. 

This churning that we see in the 
American economy has always been 
there, but this churning we are now 
seeing is happening at a much faster 
pace than ever before; and, as a result, 
the need for job training, retraining, 

and educational services for American 
workers is at an all-time high. 

During our hearing, when we had 
Alan Greenspan in front of our com-
mittee, he said this: ‘‘We need to in-
crease our efforts to ensure that as 
many of our citizens as possible have 
the opportunity to capture the benefits 
that flow from that engagement. For 
reasons that I shall elucidate shortly, 
one critical element in creating that 
opportunity is the provision of rigorous 
education and ongoing training to all 
members of our society. This proposal 
is not novel. It is, in fact, the strategy 
that we have followed successfully for 
most of the past century and a strategy 
that we now should embrace with re-
newed commitment.’’ 

Education and training and ongoing 
education and training for the Amer-
ican workforce is absolutely critical, 
Mr. Speaker. 

There has been a lot said here today 
about the nature of our economy and 
what is happening, but in a U.S. News 
and World Report that is out today, 
dated June 7, Mort Zuckerman, in his 
editorial, says this: 

‘‘The economy is well on a tear. New 
jobs are being generated in large num-
bers. Income is growing at twice the 
rate of last year. And the exhilaration 
is such that we will probably see 5 per-
cent growth in the gross domestic 
product. The jobs reports of the past 
few months have changed market sen-
timent. Sixty-one percent of private 
industries surveyed have added work-
ers. That is the highest in 4 years. 
Business confidence has surged to a 20- 
year high, and business spending is ex-
ploding, with even American manufac-
turing joining the party. Companies 
that once saved every nickel are laying 
out more and more money as capital 
equipment to meet growing orders in 
double-digit rates.’’ 

He goes on to say later in the article, 
‘‘We are on a trajectory toward ex-
traordinary growth in the second half 
of 2004 that will beget stronger job and 
income growth, stronger retail spend-
ing, and accelerating demand at a time 
when businesses have cut costs, raising 
profit margins to their highest level in 
years. 

b 1215 
‘‘Higher profits will beget more 

spending, which will beget more busi-
ness expansion, which will beget more 
income for workers which should trig-
ger yet another increase in demand.’’ 

Do not look now, but the surging 
economy may be the real October Sur-
prise. There is a real surge in our econ-
omy; and for Americans to take advan-
tage of that surging economy, the kind 
of education and training that we allow 
under the Workforce Investment Act 
and provide for them should be helpful 
to them. These personal reemployment 
accounts are a pilot project to give 
them the choice about the kinds of 
services they need, the kinds of train-
ing or retraining they need to go out 
and take advantage of a surging econ-
omy to get a real job for the long term. 
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Mr. STARK. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in op-

position to H.R. 444, the so-called the ‘‘Back 
to Work Incentive Act.’’ 

This bill is based on flawed assumptions 
and is an insult to the 1.8 million Americans— 
22 percent of the total unemployed—who have 
been out of work for more than 6 months. The 
Republicans believe that all long term unem-
ployed Americans simply aren’t looking for 
jobs because they are living comfortably on an 
average weekly unemployment benefit of 
$256—or about 37 percent of their former 
wages. That’s ridiculous! 

H.R. 444 takes $50 million of valuable fund-
ing from effective programs within the Work-
force Investment Act to fund ineffective Per-
sonal Reemployment Accounts (PRAs). The 
purpose of these accounts is to provide an in-
centive payment of up to $3,000 to unem-
ployed workers to encourage them to find em-
ployment faster. It does this despite all of the 
research, which shows that PRAs don’t work. 
You would think living off $256 a week would 
be enough incentive to find work. However, 
these out-of-touch Republicans believe that 
$256 a week allows households to pay for 
their mortgages, groceries, utility bills and col-
lege educations for their children. 

If President Bush and House Republicans 
are so fond of linking bonuses to job perform-
ance, then we should offer the President a 
bonus if he actually creates jobs. Since Presi-
dent Bush came to office, 2 million American 
jobs have been lost. The problem with this 
economy isn’t lazy unemployed workers, it’s 
ineffective economic policy management. 

Even more puzzling about this legislation is 
that the provisions of this bill do not make 
sense. Supporters argue that PRAs help work-
ers get jobs because the money provided can 
be used for job training and other services 
such as child care and career counseling. 
However, if a worker were to get the max-
imum PRA of $3,000 it would not be enough 
to pay for job training alone, which costs on 
average $5,000–6,000. That doesn’t take into 
account all the other costs unemployed work-
ers confront. 

Instead of wasting the American people’s 
money on unproven programs, this Congress 
should extend unemployment benefits to the 
over 1.5 million workers who have exhausted 
their benefits and expand the funding for the 
free job training already provided under the 
Workforce Investment Act. These programs 
provide needy families with immediate eco-
nomic relief and the necessary skills to find 
new jobs. 

It is time that President Bush and the Re-
publican Congress stop blaming unemployed 
workers for the lack of jobs in this country. In-
stead, the Republicans should show some 
leadership and take responsibility for their 
poor economic management. 

I urge my colleagues to vote against H.R. 
444 and ask the Republican leadership to con-
sider legislation to actually help unemployed 
workers and create jobs in the United States. 

Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
opposition to H.R. 444, The Back to Work In-
centive Act. The bill does nothing to help the 
current labor market, and offering workers re-
employment bonuses does nothing to help the 
future of our nations unemployed and won’t 
help put more jobs into our nation’s struggling 
economy. 

This bill is a careless attempt to replace the 
extension of unemployment benefits for the 

long-term unemployed. This bill will help less 
than 0.2% of the unemployed and will do noth-
ing for millions of jobless workers, particularly 
those out of work for more than 26 weeks. 

The Back to Work Incentive provides a 
$3,000 voucher for only about 15,000 eligible 
workers. These recipients will not be able to 
access free core services provided through 
the Workforce Investment Act and they will 
forfeit the opportunity to get up to $10,000 in 
other possible Workforce Investment Act serv-
ices and benefits available without cost under 
existing programs. 

This bill also does not address the pressing 
problems of lack of available jobs, the need 
for marketable skills, and sufficient training 
funds for today’s unemployed workers. 

Mr. Speaker, in April alone 320,000 of 
America’s workers exhausted their unemploy-
ment benefits. The Administration must come 
up with solutions that will provide jobs for all, 
not just benefits that are temporary for some. 
H.R. 444 doesn’t cut it and I urge my col-
leagues to vote ‘‘no’’ on this bill. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to oppose the bill before this body, 
H.R. 444, the Back to Work Incentive Act of 
2003. More than 8.3 million individuals are out 
of work, and by one estimate, there are three 
workers for every available job. At the same 
time, over 1.2 million unemployed Americans 
who have exhausted their federal unemploy-
ment benefits are looking to Congress for ur-
gent relief. 

This sad trend means even more to the Afri-
can American community. As of January 2004, 
the national unemployment rate was 5.6%. 
The African American unemployment rate was 
nearly twice that at 10.5%. Unemployment in 
this community has soared by 26% since re-
versing the trend of the Clinton era when Afri-
can American unemployment declined by 
48%; from 14.1% in January 1993 to 7.3% in 
December 2000. 

In the City of Houston, the unemployment 
rate has decreased steadily from 6.6% to 
6.0% from November 2003 to April 2004. This 
kind of trend is partly indicative of the success 
of job training programs that give workers the 
ability to not only retain employment but to im-
prove their earning potential. The bill before us 
today will have a negative effect on the people 
of my District and the Districts of all of my col-
leagues and should be defeated. 

H.R. 444 fails to provide the nation’s most 
vulnerable workers urgently needed assist-
ance and undermines key provisions of the 
existing Workforce Investment Act. 

The crux of this legislation calls for the lur-
ing of financially strapped unemployed work-
ers out of more intensive job training with a 
‘buy out’ that could be as little as $500 or less. 
Workers who are struggling must then decide 
whether to sign up for training or to accept ad-
ditional financial support for their families. 

However, if our colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle would really like to help these 
workers, they should work to extend unem-
ployment benefits that will provide that ur-
gently needed family support, with no draco-
nian cap on job training services. H.R. 444 
would require the unemployed to pay for oth-
erwise free job counseling and training serv-
ices and ban them from the system if they ac-
cept a Personal Re-employment Account 
(PRA). 

H.R. 444 would undermine our workforce 
training and unemployment insurance sys-

tems. This bill not only ignores those families 
who need the help the most, it nullifies the ac-
countability provisions contained in our job 
training programs. H.R. 444 would provide lit-
tle if any oversight over program dollars spent 
on arbitrarily-chosen training providers. State 
certification requirements under the current 
WIA system would be all but removed with the 
PRA’s—opening the door for financial abuse 
with no means to correct or even measures 
the potential abuses. Congress just revamped 
the job training system in 1998 to provide a 
comprehensive universal system of job assist-
ance services, yet the Majority would cir-
cumvent their own system to create a new 
parallel program. 

This bill also fails to provide relief quickly. 
The Congressional Budget Office says funds 
for this program would not even reach workers 
until next year—and one out of four eligible 
families would not be helped until fiscal year 
2005. An unemployment insurance extension 
can provide help to workers in a matter of 
weeks, not months or years—and would cre-
ate urgently needed short-term economic stim-
ulus. 

Rather than preparing for another extension 
of unemployment insurance that will be need-
ed in the late spring, H.R. 444 seeks to utilize 
precious resources to provide assistance to 
the smallest fraction of the unemployed. This 
legislation is part of a strategy to undermine 
and cut funding to the unemployment and job- 
training systems and head-off another federal 
unemployment benefit extension that would 
provide assistance to those who desperately 
need it. 

This legislation bars those who accept Per-
sonal Re-employment Accounts from receiving 
counseling and training services at a one-stop 
employment center for one year once the 
funds within the account are exhausted. Un-
employed workers currently receive an aver-
age of $5,000 (and as high as $10,000) worth 
of training services under our current WIA sys-
tem, and yet many of them are unable to find 
a sustainable job due to the jobless stagnation 
of the economy. H.R. 444 would cut millions of 
unemployed workers off from access to need-
ed job training or re-training programs. 

In addition, the infrastructure that would be 
required to administer the PRAs in the base 
bill would take several months, if not a year to 
set up, limiting what immediate help we can 
provide the unemployed. 

Mr. Speaker, for the reasons stated above, 
I oppose this legislation and urge my col-
leagues to join me. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
welcome a constructive approach to help peo-
ple who are struggling with the consequences 
of long-term unemployment. For nearly three 
years now, Oregon has had one of the highest 
unemployment rates in the entire country. 
Largely for circumstances beyond our con-
trol—the national and international economies, 
the manipulation of energy markets—Orego-
nians have suffered. Unfortunately, this bill 
falls short of providing meaningful help to the 
65,000 Oregonians who have lost their jobs 
during the Bush presidency. 

This bill caps the benefit at $3,000 per un-
employed worker and provides no assurance 
that it will approach that much for most peo-
ple. The one thing that is guaranteed is that 
recipients are cut off from other Federal pro-
grams for one year after they use their ‘‘reem-
ployment accounts.’’ This is a poor bargain 
with no guarantee of success. 
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Congress can and should do better than 

create a cynical shell game of taking away 
funding from existing Workforce Investment 
Act (WIA) programs and reusing them in a 
lesser, unestablished program. Congress 
should place its priorities behind what the 
President campaigned on and existing, pro-
ductive programs: enhancing Pell Grants, fully 
funding the WIA, and using the $14 billion al-
ready in the Unemployment Insurance Trust 
Fund. Congress has established programs 
that are useful, flexible and creative that can 
help our 8.2 million unemployed workers. This 
new draconian proposal is ill-advised and 
unnecessary. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). All time for general debate 
has expired. 

Pursuant to House Resolution 656, 
the previous question is ordered on the 
bill, as amended. 

The question is on engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 
MOTION TO RECOMMIT OFFERED BY MR. KILDEE 
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

motion to recommit. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 

gentleman opposed to the bill? 
Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I am in its 

present form. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Kildee moves to recommit the bill H.R. 

444 to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce with instructions to report the 
same back to the House forthwith with the 
following amendments: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be referred to as the ‘‘Emer-
gency Worker Assistance Act’’. 
SEC. 2. EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT SUPPORT. 

Section 171 of the Workforce Investment 
Act of 1998 (29 U.S.C. 2916) is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(e) EMERGENCY UNEMPLOYMENT SUP-
PORT.— 

‘‘(1) GRANTS TO STATES.—From the amount 
appropriated under paragraph (2), the Sec-
retary shall make grants to States to pro-
vide financial and employment support to in-
dividuals who have exhausted their State un-
employment benefits and can no longer re-
ceive, after the week of December 20, 2003, 
Federal extended temporary unemployment 
compensation, and who continue to be unem-
ployed as of the date of enactment of the 
Emergency Worker Assistance Act. The eli-
gibility criteria and benefit amounts under 
this paragraph for such individuals shall be 
the same as for such individuals prior to De-
cember 20, 2003, under the Federal extended 
temporary unemployment compensation pro-
gram. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated for 
fiscal years 2004 and 2005 such sums as may 
be necessary to carry out this subsection.’’. 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘A bill to 
amend the Workforce Investment Act of 1998 
to provide continued unemployment support 
to ensure adequate emergency worker assist-
ance and for other purposes.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KILDEE) is recognize for 
5 minutes in support of his motion to 
recommit. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, my mo-
tion to recommit is simple: It author-
izes the extension of unemployment 
benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, 1.5 million workers 
have exhausted their initial unemploy-
ment benefits. These individuals have 
yet to find employment due to this 
very sour economy. Despite the need 
for these workers to provide for their 
families, this Congress has turned a 
deaf ear. We have continually failed to 
ensure the financial security of these 
workers and their families. 

The question for this House is how 
can we pass legislation providing job- 
training vouchers when there are no 
jobs. We need to first ensure the finan-
cial security of those workers who have 
lost their jobs, and we have not done 
that. This amendment does that by au-
thorizing the extension of unemploy-
ment benefits. 

Mr. Speaker, we have a moral respon-
sibility today. In Michigan and many 
other States around the country, job 
growth is nonexistent or anemic. Na-
tionally, 8.2 million individuals are un-
employed. The unemployment rate is 
5.6 percent. It is quite evident that 
American workers want to work. The 
simple truth is that jobs do not exist. 
How long are we going to ignore the 
needs of the American workforce. 

The underlying legislation is com-
pletely inadequate in addressing the 
problems facing the American worker. 
We cannot simply authorize a job- 
training voucher program. That does 
not meet the need. We have to act 
today, and we have to act now by ex-
tending unemployment benefits. 

I want to remind Members that the 
House has considered nearly identical 
language to this motion to recommit 
during the debate on the Community 
Services Block Grant bill. I urge Mem-
bers to support my motion to recom-
mit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia (Mr. BISHOP). 

Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I urge my colleagues to vote for the 
Kildee motion to recommit H.R. 444. 
This motion does what is needed. The 
real problems that our country faces 
today are a lack of jobs and a lack of 
adequate unemployment benefits for 
unemployed workers who cannot find 
jobs. There are currently over 8 million 
workers who are unemployed. There 
are also an additional 4 million work-
ers who are so discouraged about the 
job situation where they live that they 
are no longer looking for work, and 
there are another 4 million workers 
working part-time because they cannot 
find full-time work. What these work-
ers need is income support until the 
economy fully recovers and produces 
enough jobs for them to support their 
families. These workers are not look-
ing for a handout. They want to work, 
but where they live, there are no jobs. 

Extended unemployment benefits 
give them the hand up that they need. 
Average benefits are only about $200 a 
week. This amount is hardly enough to 
incentivize them to stay home indefi-
nitely, yet that is what some would 
have us believe. 

Mr. Speaker, 85,000 workers a week 
are exhausting their unemployment 
benefits; long-term unemployment is 
at the highest level in decades. The 
Kildee motion simply provides a min-
imum level of human decency to these 
hard-working Americans. They paid 
into the unemployment system, and 
the unemployment trust fund has over 
$19 billion in it. Instead of pushing in-
effective reemployment account vouch-
er schemes, we should be providing un-
employment support. Even Alan Green-
span, the chairman of the Federal Re-
serve, has supported such an extension. 
I urge my colleagues to do the same. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

In conclusion, I would say adoption 
of my motion to recommit would really 
begin to touch immediately the needs 
of those people who are unemployed, 
rather than this anemic approach of-
fered in the bill itself. I urge that we 
support the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) 
rise in opposition to the motion to re-
commit? 

Mr. BOEHNER. I do, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Ohio (Mr. BOEHNER) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. HERGER), the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Human Re-
sources of the Committee on Ways and 
Means that deals with this. 

Mr. HERGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to this motion to recommit. 
This Republican Congress provided ad-
ditional assistance to the unemployed 
when it was needed. Through laws 
passed in 2002 and 2003, nearly 8 million 
laid-off workers received more than $23 
billion in special Federal-extended un-
employment benefits. Let me repeat 
that. Nearly 8 million people received 
$23 billion in additional help. We con-
tinued that temporary program twice 
last year when unemployment was ris-
ing and the economy was shedding 
jobs. 

Fortunately, today that situation 
has dramatically improved. The econ-
omy recently has been growing at the 
fastest rate in 20 years. President 
Bush’s tax relief worked to turn the 
economy around. That is why unem-
ployment continues to fall. During the 
past 12 months, unemployment rates 
have dropped in every region of the 
country, including in 47 States. To-
day’s unemployment rate is lower than 
the average of the 1970s, 1980s and 1990s. 
Last month saw one of the steepest 
drops ever in the number of long-term 
unemployed. Nearly 1 million new jobs 
have been created this year alone, 138 
million Americans are working now, 
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more than ever before in our Nation’s 
history. 

This suggests what we always knew, 
people want to work, not collect more 
unemployment benefits. Republicans 
are working hard to keep this tremen-
dous economic and job growth going. 
This Democrat motion goes in the op-
posite direction. It will not help pro-
vide critical training for those seeking 
jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, let us reject this mo-
tion to recommit. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from 
California (Mr. HERGER) has pointed 
out, we have extended unemployment 
benefits on several occasions and have 
provided tens of billions of dollars in 
support for those extensions. 

The motion to recommit, if Members 
believe this is going to provide unem-
ployment extensions to people, they 
are kidding themselves. What the Kil-
dee motion does is create a new pro-
gram within the Workforce Investment 
Act to extend unemployment benefits. 
This is not the usual unemployment 
system that we have that works really 
well. Under this proposal, we create a 
new program that is not funded. There 
is no funding in this bill for the pro-
gram that is being created, and all this 
is going to do is bring false hope to 
millions of Americans who are out 
there trying to seek work who are on 
unemployment. 

But the worst part of the motion to 
recommit is that it totally eliminates 
the underlying bill. For those of us who 
believe personal reemployment ac-
counts are a good idea and that 
projects ought to be initiated to allow 
people up to $3,000 to find the kind of 
training, retraining, and education 
they need in order to gain good em-
ployment, that entire bill is eliminated 
under the gentleman’s motion to re-
commit. 

I would urge my colleagues, let us 
not engage in a facade; let us not make 
empty promises to people who need our 
help and need our help badly. This is a 
new program. It is not funded. It will 
not extend unemployment benefits. 
Again, the worse part about it is it 
would eliminate the entire underlying 
bill and the personal reemployment ac-
counts that we think will be helpful for 
American workers who are out of work. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
support the motion to recommit H.R. 444. We 
must support the workers who are desperately 
trying to find work before their benefits run 
out. Their families are the reason we must ab-
solutely extend unemployment benefits, not 
pass legislation that will fundamentally change 
the Federal unemployment benefits system, 
like H.R. 444. 

We need a real solution like extending un-
employment benefits so families have the 
means to be healthy and safe when their jobs 
are no longer secure. How else will these fam-
ilies pay their heating bill, clothe their children, 
and feed their family? 

These workers want work and seek work, 
and we must help them as they get back on 
their feet again. There is still too little job cre-
ation to write off the Federal Extended Bene-
fits Program. 

Mr. Speaker, today, 8.4 million people are 
out of work, 2.6 million private sector jobs 
have been lost since the beginning of the 
Bush Administration. Even worse, long-term 
unemployment is at the highest level in 10 
years. As of April 2004, over 1 million people, 
in my home State of California, were unem-
ployed. 

My colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
believe they are helping unemployed workers 
by creating these personal reemployment ac-
counts. But my constituents are not writing me 
on a weekly basis asking for a brand new un-
employment system. They simply want their 
unemployment benefits to continue until they 
find a job. 

H.R. 444 is not the fix they are seeking. If 
my colleagues really listened to what the un-
employed workers wanted they would grant 
families the security of benefits while they con-
tinue to seek work. That’s why I urge my col-
leagues to support this motion to recommit 
H.R. 444 so we can address what workers 
really want. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clauses 8 and 9 of rule XX, this 
15-minute vote on the motion to re-
commit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes, as ordered, on passing H.R. 444 
and suspending the rules and passing 
H.R. 3866. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 199, nays 
216, not voting 19, as follows: 

[Roll No. 224] 

YEAS—199 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 

Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Gephardt 

Gonzalez 
Goode 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 

Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 

Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 

Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shays 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NAYS—216 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bereuter 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 

Ehlers 
English 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 

Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
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Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 

Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 

Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—19 

Ballance 
Brady (PA) 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 
Chandler 
DeGette 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Emerson 
Fossella 
Gerlach 
Johnson, Sam 
Lynch 

Quinn 
Ruppersberger 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 
Watson 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON) (during the vote). Members 
are advised 2 minutes remain in this 
vote. 

b 1252 

Mr. GREEN of Wisconsin, Mr. 
GILCHREST, and Mrs. CUBIN changed 
their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia and Mr. GOR-
DON changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

RECORDED VOTE 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

A recorded vote was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a 

5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—ayes 213, noes 203, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 225] 

AYES—213 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Bachus 
Baker 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Bereuter 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 

Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Carter 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cunningham 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Ehlers 
English 
Everett 
Ferguson 
Flake 

Foley 
Forbes 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Houghton 
Hulshof 
Hunter 

Hyde 
Isakson 
Issa 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Jones (NC) 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
LoBiondo 
Lucas (OK) 
Manzullo 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McKeon 
Mica 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 

Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Oxley 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Porter 
Portman 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Ramstad 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schrock 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Souder 
Stearns 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Turner (OH) 
Upton 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NOES—203 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Becerra 
Bell 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Case 
Chandler 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doyle 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 

Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Frost 
Gephardt 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Green (TX) 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
John 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
Kleczka 
Kucinich 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lipinski 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 

McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McIntyre 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Peterson (MN) 
Pomeroy 
Price (NC) 
Rahall 
Rangel 
Reyes 
Rodriguez 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 

Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sherman 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Strickland 

Stupak 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 

Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Wexler 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 

NOT VOTING—18 

Ballance 
Brady (PA) 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 
DeGette 

DeMint 
Deutsch 
Emerson 
Feeney 
Fossella 
Gerlach 

Johnson, Sam 
Lynch 
Quinn 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 
Watson 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 
the vote). Members are advised 2 min-
utes remain in this vote. 

b 1303 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Stated against: 
Ms. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 

224, I was detained by constituents from my 
District. I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 444. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
SIMPSON). Pursuant to section 2 of 
House Resolution 656, the texts of H.R. 
4409 and H.R. 4411 will be appended to 
the engrossment of H.R. 444; and H.R. 
4409 and H.R. 4411 are laid on the table. 

(For texts of H.R. 4409 and H.R. 4411 
see proceedings of the House of June 2, 
2004, at page H3628 and H3638, respec-
tively.) 

f 

ANABOLIC STEROID CONTROL ACT 
OF 2004 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and passing the bill, 
H.R. 3866, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
SENSENBRENNER) that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 
3866, as amended, on which the yeas 
and nays are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 408, nays 3, 
not voting 23, as follows: 

[Roll No. 226] 

YEAS—408 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 

Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 

Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
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Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Coble 
Cole 
Collins 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
Deal (GA) 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 

Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inslee 
Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McInnis 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 

Millender- 
McDonald 

Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 

Simpson 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 

Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 

Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—3 

Flake Kucinich Paul 

NOT VOTING—23 

Andrews 
Ballance 
Brady (PA) 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 

Clyburn 
DeGette 
DeMint 
Deutsch 
Emerson 
Feeney 
Fossella 
Gerlach 

Hobson 
Johnson, Sam 
Lynch 
Pryce (OH) 
Quinn 
Sabo 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OSE) 
(during the vote). Members are advised 
2 minutes remain in this vote. 

b 1311 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill, as amended, was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. FOSSELLA. Mr. Speaker, on three roll-
call votes earlier today, I was unavoidably de-
tained. I would have voted ‘‘nay’’ on No. 224; 
on No. 225 I would have voted ‘‘aye’’; and on 
No. 226 I would have voted ‘‘yea.’’ 

f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 857 

Mr. PICKERING. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 857. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 1261, WORKFORCE REINVEST-
MENT AND ADULT EDUCATION 
ACT OF 2003 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 1261) to 
enhance the workforce investment sys-
tem of the Nation by strengthening 
one-stop career centers, providing for 
more effective governance arrange-
ments, promoting access to a more 
comprehensive array of employment, 
training, and related services, estab-
lishing a targeted approach to serving 
youth, and improving performance ac-

countability, and for other purposes, 
with a Senate amendment thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendment, and 
request a conference with the Senate 
thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? The Chair hears 
none and, without objection, appoints 
the following conferees: From the Com-
mittee on Education and the Work-
force, for consideration of the House 
bill and the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. BOEHNER, PETRI, 
MCKEON, CASTLE, ISAKSON, PORTER, 
KILDEE, HINOJOSA, AND TIERNEY, and 
Ms. MCCOLLUM. 

There was no objection. 
(Ms. DUNN asked and was given per-

mission to speak out of order.) 
f 

CATHERINE MAY BEDELL, POLIT-
ICAL PIONEER AND MENTOR TO 
WOMEN 

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to pay tribute to a great lady of the 
Republican Party in the State of Wash-
ington. We are so sorry to learn that 
Catherine May Bedell, our former 
Member of Congress from the 4th con-
gressional district in Washington 
State, passed away last Friday. 

We lost Catherine May Bedell last 
Friday. She was a rare lady, Mr. 
Speaker; and a couple of us wanted to 
stand up today on the floor and pay 
tribute to her and let her friends who 
continue to serve in the House of Rep-
resentatives and those in politics in 
Washington State and all over the 
country know of her passing. 

Catherine was born in Yakima. She 
was one of the few women in national 
politics at that time to win office on 
her own, because many people were ap-
pointed to replace their husbands or 
their fathers. Catherine was a strong 
Member of Congress, a strong woman, 
very articulate. She had a great time 
in life, and she stood up for those en-
terprises that she believed in. 

Her political career began in 1952 in 
Washington State’s legislature, and she 
served as a representative until she 
was appointed by the party to run 
against the current Congressman, Otis 
Halbert, who had decided to retire. She 
was elected to the Congress in 1958. 

Catherine May Bedell was a wonder-
ful spirit, Mr. Speaker. She was some-
body who used her talents, being able 
to speak well, being able to write well, 
A PR agent, for example, who was 
hired on by NBC Radio to put together 
the Betty Crocker specials sponsored 
by General Mills. 

She returned to Yakima before she 
died. Catherine May Bedell was a great 
fighter for interests she believed in. 
She was a member of the Atomic En-
ergy Committee, the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy, and she fought for 
the Hanford Nuclear Reserve against 
people who were trying to close it 
down. She also was a Member of the 
House Agriculture Committee, and she 
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fought for dams to protect those farm-
ers and bargers who operated there in 
the 4th Congressional District. 

b 1315 

The last time I talked to Catherine 
May Bedell was soon after she left a po-
sition on the United States Inter-
national Trade Commission. She and I 
met at an event in San Diego, Cali-
fornia, where Catherine continued to 
do what she always did when she saw a 
woman who had interests in politics. 
She urged me to run. That was a long 
time, 11 years before I actually ran for 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, but when the 
time came I remembered Catherine 
May Bedell’s words and her encourage-
ment and actually took her up on that 
bet and let her know through letters 
and cards how I was doing in the Con-
gress. 

So that was my best memory of her, 
because it has so much to do with the 
work that I have done here in the 
United States Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, we have some folks who 
have followed her career and would 
like to say a few words. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS). 

(Mr. DICKS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks, and include extraneous mate-
rial.) 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Speaker, Catherine 
May Bedell was an outstanding mem-
ber of the House of Representatives. 
She came from our great State of 
Washington, from Yakima. She was a 
graduate of the Yakima Valley Junior 
College and the University of Wash-
ington. She was a noted writer, teach-
er, journalist and radio broadcaster. In 
fact, she had the first Betty Crocker 
radio show in the country. 

She was elected, as mentioned, to the 
legislature in 1952, served to 1958, and 
then won her first campaign for Con-
gress in the 86th Congress. She served 
very well on the House Committee on 
Agriculture, where she was a strong 
voice for farming, irrigation, hydro-
electric power generation across the 
State’s expansive 4th Congressional 
District. 

She served very capably in the House 
from 1959 through 1970; and, after that, 
President Nixon appointed her to the 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
on which she served for 10 years. 

She was a great role model. In fact, 
she was the first woman elected to the 
House from the State of Washington. 

Many of us in this Chamber today 
know her son, Jim, who served as the 
Executive Vice President of the Na-
tional Association of Broadcasters and 
today is the President and CEO of the 
Air Transport Association. 

Congresswoman Catherine May Be-
dell was also survived by a daughter, 
Melinda May Mazzetti, of San Fran-
cisco. I had the honor, when serving on 
Senator Magnuson’s staff as an assist-
ant, to work with her. She was a de-
light. She was a hard worker. She was 
a credit to this institution. 

We are very sad to learn of her pass-
ing. I had a chance to talk to Jim, her 
son, today; and, of course, the family 
was very pleased to hear that she 
would be remembered today on the 
floor of the House of Representatives. 
[From the Yakima-Herald-Republic, Jun. 2, 

2004] 
CATHERINE MAY, POLITICAL PIONEER AND 

MENTOR TO WOMEN, DIES 
(By Leah Beth Ward) 

Yakima native Catherine Dean May, the 
first woman elected to Congress from Wash-
ington, died of natural causes Friday in Ran-
cho Mirage, Calif. She was 90. 

May was first elected to the 4th Congres-
sional District in 1958 when Gen. Dwight D. 
Eisenhower, whom she greatly admired, was 
president. 

Scholars have noted that she was one of 
the few women in national politics at the 
time to win office on her own. Many others 
were appointed to replace their husbands. 

‘‘She was very much a pioneer,’’ her son, 
James C. May, said Tuesday in a telephone 
interview. 

Described as strong and articulate by those 
who knew her, May inspired and personally 
encouraged other women to run for political 
office. 

‘‘When I first saw her, she was standing in 
a group of men and they were listening to 
her. She could hold her own,’’ said Rep. Mary 
Skinner, R–Yakima, recalling a Republican 
Party luncheon more than 30 years ago. ‘‘I 
was a great admirer.’’ 

May’s political career began in 1952 in the 
state Legislature, where she served as a rep-
resentative until the Republican Party nom-
inated her to run for the congressional seat 
of Otis Halbert, who was retiring. In what 
was called an upset, she beat Democrat 
Frank LeRoux of Walla Walla. 

May was re-elected to Congress six times 
until 1970, when she lost to Democrat Mike 
McCormack, a research scientist at Hanford. 
That year she remarried, taking Donald W. 
Bedell’s last name. 

Born Catherine Dean Barnes on May 18, 
1914, she graduated from Yakima High 
School in 1932 and attended Yakima Valley 
Junior College through 1934 before earning a 
bachelor of science degree in 1936 from the 
University of Washington. May’s parents ran 
a Yakima clothing store. 

In 1937 she received a teaching certificate 
and taught English for three years at Che-
halis High School. She interrupted that stint 
in 1939 to study speech at the University of 
Southern California, according to her con-
gressional biography. 

Her son remembered his mother as very 
much the English teacher, correcting gram-
mar whenever necessary. 

‘‘In my household you grew up watching 
your language,’’ James May said. 

After teaching, May parlayed her language 
skills into radio broadcasting, first with sta-
tion KMO in Tacoma, and later stations 
KOMO and KJR in Seattle. From 1942 to 1944, 
she worked in advertising for the Strange 
and Prosser Advertising Agency and the Fed-
eral Insurance Co., both of Seattle. 

NBC radio of New York City hired her be-
tween 1944 and 1946 to produce the first Betty 
Crocker show, sponsored by General Mills. 

May returned to Yakima and continued in 
radio journalism as ‘‘women’s editor’’ at KIT 
in Yakima from 1948 to 1957. 

According to research of her congressional 
record by Washington State University, upon 
her election, May was the first representa-
tive from the state in six years to win a seat 
on the House Agriculture Committee. She 
held the assignment throughout her tenure 
and used it to fight for dams. 

In her last term in office, she received a 
second committee assignment, the Joint 
Committee on Atomic Energy, where she 
fought an attempt to close Hanford. 

Though she never touted herself as a wom-
an’s rights activist, May was a quiet cham-
pion for the cause. She supported the Equal 
Rights Amendment and worked to include 
the prohibition against discrimination based 
on sex in the landmark 1964 Civil Rights Act. 

Political defeat far from ended May’s ca-
reer in public service. President Nixon ap-
pointed her to the U.S. International Trade 
Commission, where she served from 1971–81. 

In 1982, President Reagan named her spe-
cial consultant to the president on the 50 
States Project. She was president of her own 
firm, Bedell Associates, in Palm Desert, 
Calif. 

May’s survivors include her son of Wash-
ington, DC, and her daughter, Melinda May 
Mazzetti of San Francisco. 

In lieu of flowers, donations may be made 
to the Catherine May Bedell Scholarship 
Fund at Yakima Valley Community College. 

Six women have represented the State of 
Washington in the U.S. House of Representa-
tives—Rep. Jennifer Dunn (R) (1993–) Rep. 
Maria Cantwell (D) (1993–1995); Rep. Julia 
Butler Hansen (D) (1960–1974); Rep. Catherine 
Dean May (R) (1959–1971); Rep. Linda Smith 
(R) (1995–1999) and Rep. Jolene Unsoeld (D) 
(1989–1993). 

[From The Associated Press, June 2, 2004] 
CATHERINE MAY BEDELL, FIRST WASHINGTON 

CONGRESSWOMAN, DEAD AT 90 
YAKIMA, Wash. (AP)—Catherine Dean 

May Bedell, the first woman elected to Con-
gress from Washington state and producer of 
the first Betty Crocker radio show, is dead at 
age 90. 

Bedell, who was elected to six terms as a 
Republican in the 4th Congressional District 
under her married name at the time, Cath-
erine Dean May, before losing to Democrat 
Mike McCormack in 1970, died of natural 
causes Friday in Rancho Mirage, Calif., rel-
atives said. 

A Yakima native, Bedell was one of the few 
women to win election to national office in 
that period without first being appointed to 
replace their husbands, and many said she 
inspired and encouraged other women in pol-
itics. 

State Rep. Mary Skinner, R-Yakima, said 
she met Bedell at a Republican Party lunch-
eon more than 30 years ago. 

‘‘When I first saw her, she was standing in 
a group of men and they were listening to 
her. She could hold her own,’’ Skinner said. 
‘‘I was a great admirer.’’ 

Born Catherine Deane Barnes, she earned a 
bachelor of science degree at the University 
of Washington, obtained a teaching certifi-
cate and taught high school English for 
three years in Chehalis with a brief but piv-
otal interruption to study speech at the Uni-
versity of Southern California. 

She entered broadcasting in 1940 at KMO 
Radio in Tacoma, then went to KOMO and 
KJR in Seattle, spent a couple of years in ad-
vertising and was hired by NBC in new York 
in 1944 as writer and assistant commentator. 

After working on the first Betty Crocker 
show, she returned to Yakima, was women’s 
editor at KIT Radio from 1948 through 1957 
and served in the state House from 1952 to 
1958, when she was nominated for Congress to 
replace Otis Halbert, who was retiring. 

An Admirer of then-President Dwight D. 
Eisenhower, she won election in an upset 
over Democrat Frank LeRoux of Walla Walla 
in a district that, at the time, covered a vast 
swath of central Washington from Oregon to 
British Columbia. 
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As the first representative from the state 

in decades to serve on the House Agriculture 
Committee, she promoted dams for irriga-
tion and electricity production in her rural 
district. In her last term she was also named 
to the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy. 

She never promoted herself as woman’s 
rights activist but supported the Equal 
Rights Amendment and worked to include 
prohibition against discrimination based on 
gender in the 1964 Civil Rights Act. 

She lost the seat to McCormack, a sci-
entist at the Hanford nuclear reservation, in 
1970, the same year she remarried and took 
the last name of her second husband, Donald 
W. Bedell. 

Bedell served on the International Trade 
Commission in 1971–81, and President Ronald 
Reagan named her as a special consultant to 
the president on the 50 States Project in 1982. 

At her death she was president of Bedell 
Associates in Palm Desert, Calif. 

Survivors include a son, James C. May, of 
Washington, D.C. and daughter, Melinda May 
Mazzetti, of San Francisco. 

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS), of the Fourth Congressional 
District of Washington State. 

Mr. HASTINGS of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding. I see one of my predecessors 
from the Fourth District is waiting to 
speak, too. 

I want to congratulate our Members 
for being here to honor Catherine May 
Bedell. I regret that I did not know 
her. She represented the Fourth Con-
gressional District. I did not know her. 
I knew of her. I did cast ballots for her 
before I got actively involved in poli-
tics. But she was certainly somebody 
that had leadership qualities. 

I recall that in one of the articles an-
nouncing that she had passed away, 
one of my friends serves in the State 
legislature, Mary Skinner said that she 
first remembers when she met Cath-
erine May, and she was impressed by 
the presence that she had in a group of 
people talking about policy. I thought 
that was a very high compliment. 

I, too, spoke with Jim May. He kind 
of gave me a heads-up on Tuesday, and 
I did not touch bases with him until 
Wednesday when we had a conversa-
tion. Catherine May Bedell just turned 
90 last month. My mother also just 
turned 90 last month. He told me that 
she passed away very quietly in her 
sleep; and she had a very, very good 
life. Obviously, when you lose some-
body as close as your mother, it is a 
shock to you, but he said she lived a 
very, very good life. 

I am certainly pleased to be here on 
the floor with my colleagues to honor 
one of my predecessors who rep-
resented my district in Washington 
State. 

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
INSLEE) from the First Congressional 
District of Washington. 

Mr. INSLEE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to join my colleagues in honoring 
Catherine May Bedell. 

In my role as a previous representa-
tive of the Fourth Congressional Dis-
trict, before I was freed by the voters 
for other duties, as we say, and the 

gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
HASTINGS) took that noble office, I did 
not have the honor of knowing her per-
sonally, but I knew her by her legacy. 
That I think is maybe the nicest, most 
meaningful legacy a Member of Con-
gress could have. That is when I was 
door-belling and going to thousands of 
homes when I was running in Yakima 
for the seat that she previously held. I 
had a lot of people, when her name 
came up, said, I remember her. She was 
really a nice lady. I really liked her. I 
heard that a lot. 

When you think about a legacy that 
any of us might have here, I think that 
is the highest one we could have, that 
our names may come up when other 
people are door-belling. She was well 
loved in Yakima Valley, and we are 
thinking of her family today. It is an 
honor to represent her district as well. 

Ms. DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
say, in closing, we appreciate the time 
allotted to us. When a door closes, 
often another window opens. And to all 
of us, I want to say that 5 weeks ago a 
member of my campaign staff gave 
birth to a little baby girl whose name 
is Catherine May. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 3550, TRANSPORTATION EQ-
UITY ACT: A LEGACY FOR USERS 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 3550) 
to authorize funds for Federal-aid high-
ways, highway safety programs, and 
transit programs, and for other pur-
poses, with a Senate amendment there-
to, disagree to the Senate amendment 
and agree to the conference asked by 
the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
OSE). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alaska? 

There was no objection. 
MOTION TO INSTRUCT OFFERED BY MR. 

OBERSTAR 
Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

a motion to instruct. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Oberstar moves that the managers on 

the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill (H.R. 3550) to authorize funds for 
Federal-aid highways, highway safety pro-
grams, and transit programs, and for other 
purposes, be instructed to insist on the lan-
guage contained in section 1101(a)(21)(A) and 
section 1120(a) of the House bill that estab-
lishes and provides funding for a safe routes 
to school program for the benefit of children 
in primary and middle schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
rule XXII, the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) and the gen-
tleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) each 
will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR). 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted we have 
reached this point. I know that the 

point of going to conference and ap-
pointing conferees, I know that the 
chairman of the full committee, the 
gentleman from Alaska (Mr. YOUNG) 
would, as I, have liked to have had this 
bill on the House floor last fall; and I 
think we could have. We could well 
have had this bill enacted by now, and 
we could well have been on our way to 
creating 475,000 new jobs and $80 billion 
in total economic activity if the com-
mittee had been allowed to work its 
will, as we did in committee. However, 
other forces intervened; and this is leg-
islative process. 

We are where we are now, thank 
heavens; and we will be able to move 
ahead and I hope to reach the outcome 
that we all desire of getting a robust 
investment in transportation through 
conference, through the House and the 
other body and to the President for sig-
nature. 

I pledge, as I have done from the out-
set of this process and demonstrated, 
that we will bend every constructive 
effort toward that purpose on our side, 
working in concert with the chair and 
the majority. 

I look forward to a good conference. 
We have a very good contingent on our 
side as on the Republican side, and I 
know that we are all committed to-
gether, constructively working to 
achieve the purpose of a major invest-
ment in transportation over the next 6 
years. 

The motion that I offer instructs the 
conferees to insist on the innovative 
Safe Routes to School Program in-
cluded in the House-passed bill. Innova-
tion but one that has been widely test-
ed, is enormously popular and power-
fully supported in more than 26 States 
across the country since the two pilot 
projects were undertaken in Marin 
County, California, and in Arlington, 
Massachusetts. In Marin County, basi-
cally a bicycling to school project and 
in Arlington, Massachusetts, prin-
cipally pedestrian activity. 

In Safe Routes to School, California, 
the nine participating elementary 
schools in the Marin County region 
that joined in this pilot program went 
from 2 percent of children walking and 
bicycling to school to 54 percent today. 

This is an enormous vote of support 
for a healthy life-style, and it is this 
quality-of-life issue that is a driving 
force as we move ahead with this trans-
portation bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I recognize this motion 
to recommit is one I support. It is a 
motion that will I think make the 
bill’s purposes be specifically spelled 
out. And I would suggest that what the 
gentleman, the ranking member, the 
gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. OBER-
STAR) said, this is a working instru-
ment, bipartisan, by all Members of 
both sides of the aisle who have worked 
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very long and hard to arrive at a deci-
sion and passed a bill which we believe 
is a very good piece of legislation. 

But we requested going to con-
ference. It is because of the differences, 
as usual, between the Senate and the 
House, as it should be. It is my hope, 
with the cooperation we have had in 
the past, we will be able to talk to the 
Senate and convince them that we are 
in the right position at the right time. 

I will say, everybody knows where we 
came from, to begin with, it is a con-
siderable amount of more money than 
passed the House. The Senate does 
have more money in the bill, and it is 
now our job to try to reach a decision 
to do what is best for this great Nation 
of ours in our infrastructure. 

I have to stress that, and infrastruc-
ture is the key to our economy. Infra-
structure is what makes all other 
things work in this legislative body. 
Without good transportation, we are 
unable to provide the monies for Medi-
care, Medicaid, prescription drugs, bor-
der patrol, Social Security, all those 
good things we talked about. The only 
thing that drives that is infrastructure 
that makes people and product move. 
So we believe that we have a good piece 
of legislation. 

On the House side, it passed over-
whelmingly, the largest single vote 
that any Congress has ever voted on a 
transportation bill. It was done in this 
House. We had less negative votes than 
any other time. 

And, again, we passed it over to the 
Senate. They rejected it. We rejected 
what they sent us, and now it is up to 
us to ask for this conference. I am hop-
ing that the Senate and House Mem-
bers will work together, collectively, 
and we will arrive at a very rapid solu-
tion to this very, very important issue 
to this great Nation. 

Again, I want to stress to Members 
that may be watching in their offices is 
this is a friendly motion to instruct, 
one which I support; and if there is a 
vote, and I expect to ask for a vote, I 
will ask for a yes vote. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 45 seconds to extol the labors of 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LIPIN-
SKI). 

He has been a constant, solid, secure, 
wise, counselor as we worked our way 
through the various provisions of this 
legislation in the internal negotiations 
in committee and through the mark- 
up; and I look forward to his continued 
participation as a seasoned hand in the 
House-Senate Conference on Transpor-
tation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield such time as he 
may consume to the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. LIPINSKI), the ranking 
member on the Subcommittee on High-
ways, Transit and Pipelines. 

b 1330 

Mr. LIPINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
OBERSTAR) for the time. 

I want to stay that I strongly support 
this motion to instruct. This is an 
enormously important program. It is 
one that the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR), the ranking 
member, has worked on for a long, long 
period of time. It is something that I 
personally am very much interested in, 
being a cyclist myself; and it is one 
that I know the gentleman from Alas-
ka (Chairman YOUNG) and the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Chairman 
PETRI) also have supported very 
strongly, and I appreciate their sup-
port. 

But in talking about the gentleman 
from Alaska (Chairman YOUNG) and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Chairman 
PETRI), I want to once again stress the 
fact that the product that we have pro-
duced out of the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure is a prod-
uct that the Republicans and the 
Democrats shared equally in. We 
worked in concert. We certainly did 
have some disagreements. There were 
certainly some things that we did not 
see eye to eye on, but we resolved those 
in a very honest, open manner. 

I want to compliment the gentleman 
from Alaska (Chairman YOUNG) once 
again for the patience and the persist-
ence that he has demonstrated in mov-
ing this bill to the floor of the House of 
Representatives. I know it has been 
very difficult for him. There have been 
many extenuating circumstances that 
have delayed things, but it certainly 
was not any fault of his. 

I know that if the Senate will be as 
cooperative, as helpful, as under-
standing as we in the House have been 
in putting this legislation together 
that it should not take long for this 
conference committee to agree upon a 
bill to bring back to the House and 
Senate and to move on to the President 
so that we can really energize this 
economy in this country. 

There is no more important bill for 
the economy that this legislative body 
can deal with than this bill dealing 
with highways and mass transit in the 
United States of America. As my favor-
ite President of the 20th century said, 
this type of bill is a jobs, jobs, jobs bill. 
We need that in this economy, but we 
need more ways to move people around, 
and this is the way to do it. 

I thank the gentleman very much for 
the time. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield what time he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
LATOURETTE), the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Economic Development, 
Public Buildings and Emergency Man-
agement, a member of the conference. 

Mr. LATOURETTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
want to commend the distinguished 
ranking member of our full committee 
for making this the subject of the mo-
tion to instruct conferees, and it is a 
tribute to not only him but the bipar-
tisan nature in which this committee 
works to build America’s infrastruc-
ture, and it continues his vision and 
the vision of those that worked back 

with him in 1991 when they created 
ISTEA and continued through TEA–21 
and now moves forward into TEA-LU 
in that it recognizes that there needs 
to be intermodalism and there is more 
to transportation than just concrete, 
asphalt and moving people in their 
automobiles. 

The Safe Routes to School program 
is something that has worked very, 
very well; and by expanding it to a na-
tional level and asking our friends in 
the Senate in this motion to instruct 
to accede to the language that we have 
included in the bill is exactly the right 
thing to do, and I give the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. OBERSTAR) a lot 
of credit for again making this the 
point that we are talking about today. 

It is a great day for the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure, 
and it is a great day for the Nation 
that we are moving this process for-
ward. There have been some fits and 
starts on this bill. We had some dif-
fering levels when it came to funding. 
We had a little tip from the White 
House over what that funding should 
be, but only when we get in a con-
ference and are able to talk with our 
friends and colleagues from the United 
States Senate about what divides us on 
the bill and engage the White House 
can we hopefully convince them that, 
as the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. LI-
PINSKI) indicated, this is a jobs bill. 
This bill is critically important to not 
only relieving congestion; it is impor-
tant to make sure that men and women 
in this country are working. 

The great thing about working is 
that these are jobs that cannot be 
outsourced. There has been a lot of 
talk about outsource. These are Amer-
ican construction jobs that are going 
to take place in American cities and 
American towns all across the country. 

So I am very pleased that we are at 
this stage today, and I want to go back 
to this motion to instruct to conclude. 

Sometimes around here we name 
things in a way that sounds nice, but 
they are really not good programs. 
That is not the case with Safe Routes 
to School. It is a good program, and it 
deserves our support; and I hope we are 
able to convince our friends in the Sen-
ate to do the same. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
3 minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON). 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, let me begin my 
remarks by thanking both the chair-
man and our ranking member for such 
a cooperative spirit in this committee; 
and it is appreciated by, I am certain, 
Members on both sides of the aisle. 

I rise in strong support of the Ober-
star motion to instruct conferees to ac-
cept the Safe Routes to School pro-
gram as included in H.R. 3550. The 
House version outlines a stronger, 
more flexible program than the Senate 
version. The House version will provide 
much-needed funding for infrastructure 
improvement and safety initiatives, 
ensure that States receive no less than 
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$2 million a year, and would improve 
the ability of kids to safely and con-
veniently get to school by walking or 
biking. 

In my home State of Texas, the re-
quests for funding for this popular ini-
tiative have been overwhelming, with 
request amounts far exceeding our cur-
rent budget amounts. 

So I urge my colleagues to address 
the congestion around our Nation’s 
schools and provide increased physical 
fitness opportunities for kids by sup-
porting this motion to instruct. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no other speakers at this time, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

The inspiration for this initiative in 
this legislation was a report by the 
Centers For Disease Control of the U.S. 
Public Health Service, the Department 
of Health and Human Services some 4 
years ago. I participated in this con-
ference and listened to the presen-
tation that over 300,000 Americans a 
year die of obesity and its complica-
tions, the second-leading cause of 
death in America. Yet 25 percent of 
America’s 15-and-under school children 
are clinically obese; 36 percent of all 
Americans are obese or are seriously 
clinically overweight. We are facing a 
health epidemic that 75 percent of chil-
dren 15 and under do not walk, do not 
bicycle to school or associated activi-
ties; they are driven. That is a class in 
our society that is mobility challenged. 

I heard these numbers and others 
that I will not repeat here that just 
show an emerging health crisis with 
huge implications for obesity, for car-
diovascular disease, stroke, diabetes, 
and other related illnesses. 

The Centers For Disease Control 
raised the flag. I thought we ought to 
have a response. I gathered together a 
group of active-living organizations, 
those bicycling and pedestrian and 
other outdoor activities, cited those 
figures and said I have got an idea to 
deal with this: we will call it Safe 
Routes to School, to engage an entire 
generation of Americans in a healthier 
lifestyle that will follow them through-
out their life. That is a wave through-
out society that is starting with ele-
mentary school age children. They will 
carry this all through their young life 
into adulthood and pass it on to their 
children. 

With that, I persuaded the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
to commit $50,000 in grants to the 
Marin County schools and another 
similar grant to honor Arlington Coun-
ty schools in Boston, and the project 
was under way. It has been an enor-
mous success, widely imitated through-
out the country, widely supported. 
This is a lifestyle change. 

We get an opportunity to do some-
thing like this once in a career in the 
Congress. I greatly appreciate the sup-
port of the chairman of the full com-
mittee; the chairman of the sub-

committee, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. PETRI); the kind words of 
the gentleman from Ohio; my col-
league, the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. LIPINSKI); and my colleague, the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON). 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to 
say that the gentleman from Alaska 
(Chairman YOUNG) has given us strong, 
vigorous, unflagging, unfailing leader-
ship in moving this legislation from 
the time we conceived the bill to the 
time we introduced the bill to the time 
we moved it through committee. It was 
his persistence, his insistence and vi-
sion of investing in America, creating 
jobs, moving America forward, restor-
ing our economic vitality, meeting 
congestion head-on, investing in the fu-
ture of America at the base of our 
economy, to stimulate the whole econ-
omy. We will need that continued vi-
sionary, strong, forceful leadership as 
we go into conference with the dif-
ferences that are considerable between 
the two versions of this legislation. 

It is my hope that TEA-LU will pre-
vail in policy and that we may move 
closer to the other body’s version in in-
vestment and that at another date, 
after we get this enacted, we will come 
back and do the real bill at the $375 bil-
lion level that we all know is needed to 
move America forward. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OBERSTAR. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Alaska. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
appreciate the comments the gen-
tleman has made, and he knows this 
has been a joint effort. The gentleman 
has worked well with us, and I can as-
sure him that we are on the same page; 
and as we go to conference, there will 
be some differences of opinion, but I 
think if we stand shoulder to shoulder, 
our policy will prevail. 

Now our problem is to try to get the 
money to take and implement that pol-
icy, and that is going to be our respon-
sibility, and I think we can do it. I am 
very positive about it. I always have 
been, always will be because it is the 
right thing to do, and we will continue 
our efforts; and I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

Mr. OBERSTAR. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman has had a positive, upbeat 
attitude from the outset; and that is 
what it is going to take to get us 
through the coming weeks. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
OSE). Without objection, the previous 
question is ordered on the motion to 
instruct. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to instruct 
offered by the gentleman from Min-
nesota (Mr. OBERSTAR). 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, I 
object to the vote on the ground that a 

quorum is not present and make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi-
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify ab-
sent Members. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, this 15- 
minute vote on the motion to instruct 
will be followed by a 5-minute vote on 
suspending the rules and adopting 
House Resolution 655. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 377, nays 30, 
not voting 27, as follows: 

[Roll No. 227] 

YEAS—377 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Ballenger 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Capito 
Capps 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Cramer 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 

Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Filner 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 

Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Houghton 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Marshall 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
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Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (MI) 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Olver 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Otter 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Paul 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 

Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (GA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 

Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tiahrt 
Tierney 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—30 

Barrett (SC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Culberson 
DeLay 

Flake 
Franks (AZ) 
Hayworth 
Hoekstra 
Hyde 
Isakson 
Kingston 
Linder 
Miller (FL) 
Myrick 

Northup 
Norwood 
Royce 
Schrock 
Shadegg 
Tancredo 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Toomey 
Wilson (SC) 

NOT VOTING—27 

Ballance 
Brady (PA) 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 
Collins 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Dreier 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Gerlach 
Istook 
Jefferson 
Jenkins 
John 

Johnson, Sam 
Lynch 
McInnis 
Obey 
Quinn 
Scott (VA) 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OSE) 

(during the vote). Members are advised 
2 minutes remain in this vote. 
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Messrs. TIBERI, CULBERSON, LIN-
DER, DELAY, ROYCE, CANTOR, 
TANCREDO, BONNER, FRANKS of Ar-
izona, ISAKSON, BARRETT of South 
Carolina, BISHOP of Utah, 
HAYWORTH, SCHROCK, HOEKSTRA, 
TOOMEY, Mrs. NORTHUP and Mrs. 
BLACKBURN changed their vote from 
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. WELLER changed his vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to instruct was agreed 
to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

CONDEMNING THE CRACKDOWN ON 
DEMOCRACY PROTESTORS IN 
TIANANMEN SQUARE, BEIJING, 
IN THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF 
CHINA ON THE 15TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF THAT TRAGIC MAS-
SACRE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the question of sus-
pending the rules and agreeing to the 
resolution, H. Res. 655. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 655, on which the yeas and nays 
are ordered. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 400, nays 1, 
not voting 33, as follows: 

[Roll No. 228] 

YEAS—400 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Bachus 
Baird 
Baker 
Baldwin 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Beauprez 
Becerra 
Bell 
Bereuter 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blumenauer 
Blunt 
Boehlert 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Bono 
Boozman 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown (SC) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Burgess 
Burns 
Burr 
Buyer 
Calvert 
Camp 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Capito 
Capps 

Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carson (IN) 
Carter 
Case 
Castle 
Chabot 
Chandler 
Chocola 
Clay 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Cole 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cox 
Crane 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Cunningham 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
DeLay 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dooley (CA) 
Doolittle 
Doyle 
Duncan 
Edwards 
Ehlers 
Emanuel 
Engel 
English 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Evans 
Everett 
Farr 
Fattah 
Feeney 
Ferguson 

Filner 
Flake 
Foley 
Forbes 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Frost 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gephardt 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gonzalez 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Gordon 
Goss 
Granger 
Graves 
Green (TX) 
Green (WI) 
Greenwood 
Grijalva 
Gutierrez 
Gutknecht 
Hall 
Harman 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastings (FL) 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Herseth 
Hill 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Hobson 
Hoeffel 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley (OR) 
Hostettler 
Hoyer 
Hulshof 
Hyde 
Inslee 

Isakson 
Israel 
Issa 
Istook 
Jackson (IL) 
Jackson-Lee 

(TX) 
Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (NC) 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kildee 
Kilpatrick 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kirk 
Kleczka 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
LaHood 
Lampson 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latham 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (GA) 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lofgren 
Lowey 
Lucas (KY) 
Lucas (OK) 
Majette 
Maloney 
Manzullo 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy (MO) 
McCarthy (NY) 
McCollum 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Menendez 
Mica 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 

Miller (NC) 
Miller, Gary 
Miller, George 
Mollohan 
Moore 
Moran (KS) 
Moran (VA) 
Murphy 
Murtha 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Nethercutt 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Northup 
Norwood 
Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Ortiz 
Osborne 
Ose 
Owens 
Oxley 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Platts 
Pombo 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Portman 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reyes 
Reynolds 
Rodriguez 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Rohrabacher 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Sabo 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Sandlin 
Saxton 

Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrock 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simmons 
Simpson 
Skelton 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Souder 
Spratt 
Stark 
Stearns 
Stenholm 
Strickland 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Sweeney 
Tancredo 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thomas 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Tierney 
Toomey 
Towns 
Turner (OH) 
Turner (TX) 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Vitter 
Walden (OR) 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (FL) 
Weldon (PA) 
Weller 
Wexler 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (NM) 
Wolf 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 
Young (FL) 

NAYS—1 

Paul 

NOT VOTING—33 

Ballance 
Ballenger 
Brady (PA) 
Burton (IN) 
Capuano 
Carson (OK) 
Collins 
Cramer 
Deal (GA) 
DeGette 
DeMint 

Deutsch 
Dreier 
Dunn 
Emerson 
Gerlach 
Houghton 
Hunter 
Jenkins 
John 
Johnson, Sam 
Lewis (CA) 

Lynch 
Marshall 
McInnis 
Obey 
Olver 
Otter 
Quinn 
Slaughter 
Smith (MI) 
Tauzin 
Wilson (SC) 
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So (two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
able to be present for rollcall votes 227 and 
228. Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 227 and 228. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, for 
personal reasons I had to return to my District 
in Indiana and I was therefore unable to be on 
the House Floor for rollcall votes 223, 224, 
225, 226, 227, and 228. 

Had I been here I would have voted ‘‘aye’’ 
for rollcall vote 223, ‘‘no’’ for rollcall vote 224, 
‘‘aye’’ for rollcall vote 225, ‘‘aye’’ for rollcall 
vote 226, ‘‘aye’’ for rollcall vote 227, and ‘‘aye’’ 
for rollcall vote 228. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. COLLINS. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
present for rollcall vote 227, on Motion to In-
struct Conferees on Transportation Equity Act: 
A Legacy for Users (H.R. 3550); rollcall vote 
228, condemning the crackdown on democ-
racy protesters in Tiananmen Square, Beijing, 
in the People’s Republic of China on the 15th 
anniversary of that tragic massacre (H. Res. 
655). 

Had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yea’’ for rollcall votes 227 and 228. 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda 
Evans, one of his secretaries. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON 
H.R. 3550, TRANSPORTATION EQ-
UITY ACT: A LEGACY FOR USERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the Chair appoints the fol-
lowing conferees: 

From the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure, for consider-
ation of the House bill (except title IX) 
and the Senate amendment (except 
title V), and modifications committed 
to conference: Messrs. YOUNG of Alas-
ka, PETRI, BOEHLERT, COBLE, DUNCAN, 
MICA, HOEKSTRA, EHLERS, BACHUS, 
LATOURETTE, GARY G. MILLER of Cali-
fornia, REHBERG, BEAUPREZ, OBERSTAR, 
RAHALL, LIPINSKI, DEFAZIO, COSTELLO, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. NADLER, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, Ms. CORRINE BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. FILNER, and Ms. EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON of Texas. 

From the Committee on the Budget, 
for consideration of sections 8001–8003 
of the House bill, and title VI of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Messrs. 
NUSSLE, SHAYS, and SPRATT. 

From the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce, for consideration of 
sections 1602 and 3030 of the House bill, 
and sections 1306, 3013, 3032, and 4632 of 
the Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mrs. BIGGERT, and Mr. 
GEORGE MILLER of California. 

From the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for consideration of provi-
sions of the House bill and Senate 
amendment relating to Clean Air Act 
provisions of transportation planning 
contained in section 6001 of the House 
bill, and sections 3005 and 3006 of the 
Senate amendment; and sections 1202, 
1824, 1828, and 5203 of the House bill, 
and sections 1501, 1511, 1522, 1610–1619, 
3016, 3023, 4108, 4151, 4152, 4155–4159, 4162, 
4172, 4173, 4424, 4481, 4482, 4484, 4662, 8001, 
and 8002 of the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. BARTON of Texas, PICK-
ERING and DINGELL. 

From the Committee on Government 
Reform, for consideration of section 
1802 of the Senate amendment, and 
modifications committed to con-
ference: Messrs. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, 
SCHROCK, and WAXMAN. 

From the Committee on the Judici-
ary, for consideration of sections 1105, 
1207, 1602, 1812, 2011, 3023, 4105, 4108, 4201, 
4202, 4204, 5209, 5501, 6001, 6002, 7012, 
7019–7022, and 7024 of the House bill, and 
sections 1512, 1513, 1802, 3006, 3022, 3030, 
4104, 4110, 4174, 4226, 4231, 4234, 4265, 4307, 
4308, 4315, 4424, 4432, 4440–4442, 4445, 4447, 
4462, 4463, 4633, and 4661 of the Senate 
amendment, and modifications com-
mitted to conference: Messrs. SENSEN-
BRENNER, SMITH of Texas, and CONYERS. 
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From the Committee on Resources, 
for consideration of sections 1117, 3021, 
6002, and 6003 of the House bill, and sec-
tions 1501, 1502, 1505, 1511, 1514, 1601, 
1603, 3041, and 4521 through 4528 of the 
Senate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Messrs. 
POMBO, GIBBONS and KIND. 

From the Committee on Rules, for 
consideration of sections 8004 and 8005 
of the House bill, and modifications 
committed to conference: Messrs. 
DREIER, SESSIONS and FROST. 

From the Committee on, Science, for 
consideration of sections 2001, 3013, 
3015, 3034, 4112, and Title V of the House 
bill, and Title II, sections 3014, 3015, 
3037, 4102, 4104, 4237, and 4461 of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Messrs. 
GILCHREST, NEUGEBAUER and GORDON. 

From the Committee on Ways and 
Means, for consideration of Title IX of 
the House bill, and Title V of the Sen-
ate amendment, and modifications 
committed to conference: Messrs. 
THOMAS, MCCRERY and RANGEL. 

For consideration of the House bill 
and Senate amendment, and modifica-
tions committed to conference: Mr. 
DELAY. 

There was no objection. 

RESIGNATION AS MEMBER OF 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. OSE) 
laid before the House the following res-
ignation as a member of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture: 

U.S. CONGRESS, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, June 3, 2004. 
Hon. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House, House of Representatives, 

The Capitol, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Effective today, June 

3rd, 2004, I hereby resign from the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Sincerely, 
MIKE THOMPSON, 
Member of Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the resignation is accepted. 

There was no objection. 
f 

ELECTION OF MEMBER TO 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. Speaker, by di-
rection of the Democratic Caucus, I 
call up a privileged resolution (H. Res. 
661) and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. Res. 661 
Resolved, That the following named Mem-

ber be and is hereby elected to the following 
standing committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE: Ms. Herseth 
(to rank immediately after Mr. Marshall). 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. HOYER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I take this 
time for the purpose of asking the ma-
jority leader about the schedule for the 
week to come. 

I yield to my friend, the majority 
leader, the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
DELAY). 

Mr. DELAY. Mr Speaker, I thank the 
distinguished gentleman from Mary-
land for yielding to me. 

Mr. Speaker, the House will convene 
on Tuesday at 12:30 p.m. for morning 
hour and 2 p.m. for legislative business. 
We will consider several measures 
under suspension of the rules. A final 
list of those bills will be sent to Mem-
bers’ offices by the end of this week. 
Any votes called on these measures 
will be rolled until 6:30 p.m. 

On Wednesday and the balance of the 
week, we plan to consider several bills 
that respond to the urgent demand for 
national action on energy policy: The 
Arctic Coastal Plain Domestic Secu-
rity and Abandoned Mine Lands Rec-
lamation Reform Act, The Renewable 
Energy Project Siting Improvement 
Act, The Energy Policy Act, The En-
ergy Science Act and The U.S. Refinery 
Revitalization Act. 
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I thank the gentleman for yielding 

and would be happy to answer any 
questions. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank my friend for 
that information. 

First, if I can ask the leader, there 
are not bill numbers on the energy 
packages to which the gentleman re-
ferred. Have these bills been intro-
duced, are there going to be hearings 
held on them, have hearings been held 
on them, will they be considered by 
committee? Can the gentleman fill us 
in on some of that information? 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, the bills 
are being worked on as we speak. We 
anticipate many of them being intro-
duced today, if not today, tomorrow. 
Most of the bills have already been 
considered or voted on in the past on 
energy policies. We do not anticipate 
the need for any committee action on 
many of these bills. Some of them are 
suspension-type bills, and we antici-
pate bringing some on suspension cal-
endar and then others by rule. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that information. 

Let me clarify: Have some of these 
bills passed in perhaps the larger en-
ergy bill? Is that what the gentleman 
is saying? 

Mr. DELAY. That is correct. 
Mr. HOYER. So the gentleman is 

taking segments out of that bill to put 
in separate pieces of legislation? 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, if the gen-
tleman will yield further, we are tak-
ing some of the bills and issues out of 
the House-passed energy bill that did 
not find their way into the conference 
report that is pending before the Sen-
ate that the House has already passed. 
So the major piece of legislation, the 
Energy Policy Act of 2004, is a restate-
ment of the energy conference report 
that is pending in the Senate, the 
ANWR AML bill. There are amend-
ments against ANWR that have failed, 
but we have had votes on ANWR in this 
House in the debate on the energy bill 
leaving the House. The U.S. refinery 
revitalization bill is a bill that we an-
ticipate being on suspension. The 
ANWR AML bill will be under rule. 

Mr. HOYER. All right, that is the 
Arctic Coastal Plan Domestic Energy 
Security and Abandoned Mine Lands 
Reclamation Reform Act? 

Mr. DELAY. That is correct. That is 
what we call the ANWR AML bill. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman. 
The gentleman anticipates some of 

these may be introduced today. When 
would Members be able to have copies 
of these bills to review, and have these 
bills been reviewed by the minority on 
the committees of jurisdiction? 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I am not 
privy to the work done by the relevant 
committees, the most relevant com-
mittees, the Committee on Resources 
and the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, as to what they have done 
or not done with the minority, but as 
far as the gentleman’s question on 
when Members will be able to see those 
bills, obviously, as soon as they are in-
troduced, they will be available. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. Hopefully we will 
have an opportunity so that our Mem-
bers, certainly on the committees of 
jurisdiction on the minority side, will 
have an opportunity to review them 
and advise our side of the aisle at least 
their views on those, in light of the 
fact they are not going to be consid-
ered in committee and some will be on 
suspension. Others will go to the Com-
mittee on Rules? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will 
yield further, that is correct. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman 
for that information. 

The FSC bill, there has been a lot of 
talk about the FSC bill. Can the leader 
tell me when we might anticipate a 
FSC bill being on the floor or being 
marked up in committee? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will 
yield further, as we are doing this col-
loquy, the Speaker is contemplating 
how we can accommodate the ranking 
member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means who is going with the Speaker 
over the weekend for the D–Day cele-
bration. I think we have at least ten-
tatively worked out a schedule where-
by the Committee on Ways and Means 
could do their markup on Wednesday 
or Thursday and have the bill on the 
floor the first of the week following. 

Mr. HOYER. I thank the leader. I 
want to, on behalf of the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. RANGEL), state our 
appreciation for that consideration. It 
is my understanding the gentleman is 
going to Normandy with the Speaker 
and they will not return until approxi-
mately 5 or so Tuesday afternoon, so 
that meeting at 6 o’clock would have 
been difficult. We appreciate the con-
sideration that has been given. 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will 
yield further, I might also add that the 
jobs bill contemplated by the chairman 
will probably be introduced by tomor-
row. So Members will have at least 
over the weekend a chance to look at 
the bill before the markup of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. HOYER. You say the jobs bill; 
the American Jobs Creation Act? 

Mr. DELAY. That is correct. Some 
people refer to that as FSC. 

Mr. HOYER. I see what the gen-
tleman is saying. It is one and the 
same. 

Where are those jobs, Mr. Leader? 
Mr. DELAY. They are all in that bill, 

thousands upon thousands of them. 
Mr. HOYER. Actually, I meant are 

they overseas or here in America? 
Mr. DELAY. We are bringing them 

home, Mr. Whip. 
Mr. HOYER. I presume that will be 

part of our debate, Mr. Leader. 
Mr. Leader, lastly, the budget en-

forcement bill, is that going to be on 
the calendar at any time soon? 

Mr. DELAY. As the gentleman 
knows, in March the Committee on the 
Budget passed a bill that would extend 
statutory pay-as-you-go rules on new 
mandatory spending to ensure that 
new programs are offset by spending 

reductions. In addition, the bill would 
instate statutory spending caps on 
statutory programs. Now that the 
House has passed the budget resolution 
conference report, we look forward to 
quick consideration of this bill. 

We have a very busy schedule 
planned for next week. We had planned 
on bringing this bill up next week and 
still may do so. But we may not be able 
to consider this bill next week; and, 
therefore, we most probably would 
schedule it for the following week. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for that information. As 
the gentleman knows, I am sure both 
sides of the aisle feel that is a critical 
piece of legislation, in light of the defi-
cits that are confronting us, as to how 
we can get those under control. I know 
there are differences of opinion on 
that, but I know on our side of the aisle 
we believe that that is a very impor-
tant step for us to take in light of the 
budget deficits. 

Lastly, Mr. Leader, if I can ask the 
leader, it was I think tentatively be-
lieved that we would be meeting next 
Friday. In light of the accommodation 
on the FSC or jobs bill, would Members 
be correct in thinking that Friday of 
next week may not be a legislative 
day? 

Mr. DELAY. If the gentleman will 
yield further, that is very difficult to 
say. We do have a very ambitious 
schedule for next week. It could very 
likely take Friday to complete that 
schedule. However, we are going to 
work as hard as we can to get our work 
done as soon as we can; and, if we can 
get our work done, we may not have to 
work on Friday. But I would warn the 
Members that it is very possible that 
we would have to be here on Friday. 

b 1430 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the leader for his information. 

f 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY NEXT 

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that the business in 
order under the Calendar Wednesday 
rule be dispensed with on Wednesday 
next. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
OSE). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXTEN-
SION OF AUTHORIZATION OF 
PROGRAMS UNDER SMALL BUSI-
NESS ACT AND SMALL BUSINESS 
INVESTMENT ACT OF 1958 

Mr. MANZULLO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Com-
mittee on Small Business be dis-
charged from further consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 4478), to provide for an 
additional temporary extension of pro-
grams under the Small Business Act 
and the Small Business Investment Act 

VerDate May 21 2004 00:51 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00028 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.059 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3749 June 3, 2004 
of 1958 through July 23, 2004, and for 
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Speaker, re-
serving the right to object, and I do not 
intend to object, the legislation we are 
about to pass is necessary because the 
House still has not gotten its work 
done on the reauthorization of the 
Small Business Administration. H.R. 
4478 represents the fourth extension 
since the Committee on Small Business 
unanimously passed bipartisan legisla-
tion almost a year ago, and yet the 
House leadership continues to block its 
consideration. 

I am reluctantly agreeing to this be-
cause, while the legislation does extend 
the SBA until the end of July, it fails 
to address the critical needs of the 7(a) 
and 504 loans programs. 

We need to bring the SBA reauthor-
ization, H.R. 2802, to the floor and give 
small businesses the access they need 
to important contracting, loan, and 
technical assistance programs. 

I hope that we do not have another 
extension and empty promises of ac-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my reserva-
tion of objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

H.R. 4478 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. ADDITIONAL TEMPORARY EXTEN-

SION OF AUTHORIZATION OF PRO-
GRAMS UNDER SMALL BUSINESS 
ACT AND SMALL BUSINESS INVEST-
MENT ACT OF 1958. 

The authorization for any program, au-
thority, or provision, including any pilot 
program, that was extended through June 4, 
2004, by section 1 of Public Law 108–217 is fur-
ther extended through July 23, 2004, under 
the same terms and conditions. 
SEC. 2. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT. 

Section 2 of Public Law 108–205 is amended 
by striking ‘‘October 1, 2003’’ and inserting 
‘‘March 15, 2004’’. The amendment made by 
the preceding sentence shall take effect as if 
included in the enactment of the section to 
which it relates. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

f 

REPORT TO CONGRESS CON-
CERNING EXTENSION OF WAIVER 
AUTHORITY FOR TURKMENIS-
TAN—MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108–189) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 

on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I hereby transmit the document re-
ferred to in subsection 402(d)(1) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (the ‘‘Act’’), as 
amended, with respect to the continu-
ation of a waiver of application of sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 402 of the 
Act to Turkmenistan. This document 
constitutes my recommendation to 
continue this waiver for a further 12- 
month period and includes my deter-
mination that continuation of the 
waiver currently in effect for 
Turkmenistan will substantially pro-
mote the objectives of section 402 of 
the Act, and my reasons for such deter-
mination. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 3, 2004. 

f 

REPORT TO CONGRESS CON-
CERNING EXTENSION OF WAIVER 
AUTHORITY FOR THE REPUBLIC 
OF BELARUS—MESSAGE FROM 
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED 
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 108–190) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I hereby transmit the document re-
ferred to in subsection 402(d)(1) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (the ‘‘Act’’), as 
amended, with respect to the continu-
ation of a waiver of application of sub-
sections (a) and (b) of section 402 of the 
Act to the Republic of Belarus. This 
document constitutes my recommenda-
tion to continue this waiver for a fur-
ther 12-month period and includes my 
determination that continuation of the 
waiver currently in effect for Belarus 
will substantially promote the objec-
tives of section 402 of the Act, and my 
reasons for such determination. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 3, 2004. 

f 

REPORT TO CONGRESS CON-
CERNING EXTENSION OF WAIVER 
AUTHORITY FOR VIETNAM—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 108–191) 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message 
from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, without 
objection, referred to the Committee 
on Ways and Means and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

I hereby transmit the document re-
ferred to in subsection 402(d)(1) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (the ‘‘Act’’), as 
amended, with respect to the continu-
ation of a waiver of application of sub-

sections (a) and (b) of section 402 of the 
Act to Vietnam. This document con-
stitutes my recommendation to con-
tinue in effect this waiver for a further 
12-month period and includes my deter-
mination that continuation of the 
waiver currently in effect for Vietnam 
will substantially promote the objec-
tives of section 402 of the Act and my 
reasons for such determination. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, June 3, 2004. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON FRIDAY, 
JUNE 4, 2004 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to 
meet at noon tomorrow, Friday, June 
4, 2004. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

f 

ENRON TRADERS PLOT MARKET 
RIGGING 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I happen to represent a great 
and wonderful community, Houston, 
Texas. But in that community is a 
company called Enron. And I watched 
during the 2 or 3 years past when 5,000 
employees were laid off, through no 
fault of their own, and through some of 
the crumbling and outrageous behavior 
of some of those now before the justice 
system. 

But I come to condemn the out-
rageous comments made by Enron em-
ployees that really have no place in 
any part of corporate America. 

As the words go: ‘‘So the rumor is 
true that they are taking all of the 
‘blank’ money back from you guys; all 
that money you stole from those poor 
grandmothers in California?’’ 

Response: ‘‘Yeah, Grandma Millie, 
man, she’s the one who could not figure 
out how to ‘blank’ vote on the but-
terfly ballot.’’ 

Trader: ‘‘Now she wants her ‘blank’ 
money back for all the power you 
jammed up her ‘blank’ for $250 
megawatts an hour.’’ 

Let me ask corporate America to es-
tablish a code of conduct. This is out-
rageous. This should be condemned, 
and I hope they get their due justice. 
This does not reflect hard-working em-
ployees who every day get up and try 
to do their job. 

f 

BIPARTISAN AMERICAN VISION 
FOR LEADERSHIP IN SPACE 

(Mr. FEENEY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 
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Mr. FEENEY. Mr. Speaker, there are 

some enormous issues that face Amer-
ica today, but something is lost, as we 
talk about the challenges in the war on 
terror and the President’s leadership in 
Iraq and, of course, finally, the strong-
ly recovering economy under President 
Bush’s leadership, is the President’s 
space vision for tomorrow. 

It becomes important that we pay at-
tention to the great things that the 
President has proposed. For the first 
time really in 2 decades, we have a new 
space vision to guarantee that America 
will continue to be the predominant 
space leader through the next millen-
nium, as it has been over the last 50 
years. It is important that we return 
the Shuttle to flight; it is important 
that we complete the international 
space station. But more importantly, 
the President has given us a new vision 
so that we can explore mid-Earth orbit 
and outer-Earth orbit. 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that Sean 
O’Keefe is doing a wonderful job. I hope 
this House will be able to focus in the 
next 5 months and after the election on 
a bipartisan American vision for lead-
ership in space. The President’s vision 
is affordable, it is visionary, it is flexi-
ble; and, most important, it will main-
tain America’s leadership in space. 

f 

NEW DIRECTION IN AMERICA FOR 
JOBS 

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
President Bush came to northeast 
Ohio, Youngstown, last week to try to 
defend an economic program that sim-
ply is not working in any of the Great 
Lakes industrial States. Ohio has lost 
one out of six manufacturing jobs since 
President Bush took office. We have 
lost almost 200 jobs every single day of 
the Bush administration. 

His answer to that is more tax cuts 
for the rich, hoping they trickle down 
and create some sort of economic ac-
tivity, and more trade agreements like 
NAFTA that continue to ship jobs 
overseas. Those policies are not work-
ing. 

What we should be doing is extending 
unemployment benefits to the 50,000 
Ohio workers who have lost their bene-
fits. We should reexamine these trade 
agreements. We should pass the bipar-
tisan Crane-Rangel bill which gives 
companies incentives to manufacture 
in the United States, rather than giv-
ing tax breaks to the largest companies 
in the country which continue to 
outsource and continue to ship jobs 
overseas. That policy is not working. 

We need a new direction in Ohio and 
across the country. 

f 

FAREWELL TO PAGES 
(Mr. SHIMKUS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the longest 1-minute that we will see 
on the House floor in a year, and this is 
the annual farewell to our pages who 
have served us so well this last year. I 
would like to ask the page class of 
2003–2004 to come on down to the well 
of the Chamber. Come on. Come on 
down, and find a place in the first two 
rows here. 

Well, here we are. It is a special time. 
As you finalize your activities today on 
the floor and you go through your 
graduation tomorrow and you get load-
ed up, first of all, thanks. Thanks for 
serving us. Thanks for serving your 
country. We are going to miss you. 

As chairman of the House Page 
Board, it is my privilege to acknowl-
edge and thank this outstanding group 
of young men and women. Today 
marks your last day of service in the 
2004 page class. You are starting an-
other phase of your life, and all of 
these phases of life always continue. 
New phases, new challenges. 

While today is the ending of the page 
experience, it is the beginning of a 
multitude of opportunities that may 
not even be revealed to you yet. Uni-
versities and careers, travels and ad-
ventures, families and friends all lie on 
the horizon for each one of you. 

It is true that whenever one door 
closes, another one opens. Go boldly 
through each new door that presents 
itself during the course of your life and 
embrace the challenge that the world 
puts in front of you with the same 
vigor and expertise and the commit-
ment to work that you have shown 
here on the floor. 

We really are proud of you. You have 
had an insider’s view that a lot of peo-
ple would pay a lot of money for. As 
many of you know, part of my West 
Point experience was leadership; it is a 
leadership school. What we teach at 
West Point is that there are good ex-
amples of leadership and there are bad 
examples of leadership, and take the 
good and remember the bad and try not 
to replicate the bad. 

As you have seen, a multitude of 
things happened in this last year, I 
challenge you to do the same thing. 
Look at the good qualities of the Mem-
bers and the staff, not just the page 
program staff, from the dorm to the 
school, to here on the floor, but also 
your interaction with Members of Con-
gress, your interaction with their 
staffs. Take the good. Remember that. 
Use that to help mold you into the 
kind of adult you want to be. But also 
remember the bad experiences, how 
maybe some of you saw the treatment 
of other individuals that you did not 
really think was right or proper, and 
use that and commit yourself to say, 
that is not going to be me when I am 
an adult. That is part of the learning 
and growing experience. 

I am going to be able to interject as 
we have a chance to share, but I want 
to yield now to the ranking member of 
the Page Board, the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. KILDEE), a man who has 

been involved with this program, I 
would like to say forever, although he 
may not agree with that. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to take this opportunity to express 
my personal gratitude to all of the 
pages who have served so diligently 
here in the 108th Congress. We all rec-
ognize the important role that congres-
sional pages play in helping the U.S. 
House of Representatives operate. You 
come from across the Nation. You rep-
resent what is good about our country. 

To become a page, you have had to 
prove yourselves to be academically 
qualified. You have ventured away 
from the security of your homes and 
families to spend time in an unfamiliar 
city. But through this experience, you 
have witnessed a new culture; you have 
made new friends and learned the de-
tails of how government operates. And 
you have seen Congress at its best and 
sometimes at its worst. We are human 
beings, but this is the greatest democ-
racy in the world. 

As we all know, the job of congres-
sional page is not an easy one, and no 
one knows that more than you. Along 
with being away from home, the pages 
must possess the maturity to balance 
the competing demands for their time 
and their energy. In addition, you must 
have the dedication to work long hours 
and the ability to interact with people 
on a personal level; from the powerful 
to everyone. You have had to deal with 
people, and I am very proud of how you 
have dealt with them. 

At the same time, you face a chal-
lenging academic schedule of classes in 
the House page school. I am sure that 
you will consider your time spent here 
in Washington, DC, to be one of the 
most valuable and exciting experiences 
of your lives. With that experience, you 
will move ahead and lead successful 
and productive lives. 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt back in 
the mid-1930s uttered these words, but 
they are as relevant today as they were 
during those very difficult times. He 
said, ‘‘There is a strange cycle in 
human events. To some generations, 
much is given. Of other generations, 
much is expected.’’ 

This generation of Americans has a 
rendezvous with destiny. 

b 1445 
And having met all of you and seen 

you at work, I am confident that you 
will meet the challenges of that ren-
dezvous. 

Mr. Speaker, as the Democratic 
member of the House Page Board, ap-
pointed by Speaker Tip O’Neill. I ask 
my colleagues to join me in honoring 
this group of distinguished young 
Americans. I am personally proud of 
you. I have benefited from you. I think 
we all add to one another. You added to 
my experiences. You have presented to 
me a challenge to do better. And when 
you go back home, you will have had a 
special experience that no one else will 
have had. 

There is a great program in this 
country called Close Up. It is a great 
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program, and I always meet with all 
my Close Up students. But no one has 
seen this government as close up as 
you. When you go back home, you will 
have every opportunity to talk about 
government and how, despite the faults 
and shortcomings, this is a great body 
and this is the greatest democracy in 
the world. And you are one of the rea-
sons it is. 

Thank you very much, and God bless 
you. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, at this 
point, I will submit for the RECORD the 
names of the class of 2003–2004. 

2003–2004 PAGES 
REPUBLICANS 

Rebecca Ball–WA, Manfred Bekeris—AK, 
Ryan Bieshaar—CO, Daniel Boden—CA, An-
thony Bonna—FL, Clinton Brown—MO, Dia-
mond Bruner—VA, Tiffany Cannon—GA, and 
Michael Capovilla—NV. 

Tom Church—MI (Camp), Dominique 
Clay—MI, Michael Dennis—PA, Jenna Doug-
lass—DE, Andy Duberstein—VA, Chris 
Fitzwater—CO, Patrick Fortune—CA, An-
drew Gall—PA, and Tim George—MD. 

Andrea Hall—KY, Clay Hammock—SD, 
Katelyn Hancock—IN, Weston Jones—SC, 
Clara Kang—CA, Jenna Kelsey—NJ, Craig 
Kreinbihl—OH, Carolina Krohne—FL, and 
Allison Kushner—NY. 

Nicholas Lane—AR, Matthew Mazzetta— 
IL, Elizabeth McCune—TX, Rachael McMil-
lan—NC, Matthew Merighi—NJ, James Or-
lando—NY, Sarah Reed—WY, Liesel 
Rickhoff—TX, and Ashley Rubenstein—WV. 

Taylor St. Claire—AZ, Michael Sala—PA, 
Rebecca Sher—TX, Kara Skarda—NC, Nich-
olas Smith—MI, Katherine Souza—CA, 
Lynda Thorne—GA, Nicholas Vorpagel—WI, 
and Christine Wright—CO. 

DEMOCRATS 
Clarice Bennett—IL, Kathryn Byerly—KS, 

Joseph Carliner—MD, Melissa Eddy—NC, Al-
exander Gates—PA, Omar Halabi—OH, De-
metrius Harrison—IL, and Ian Herron-Cary— 
IN. 

Corinna Holden—VT, David Horvath—MA, 
Sarah Johnson—WI, Frances Mercedes—NY, 
David Miller—CA, Monica Ramos—CA, Jen-
nifer Ridder—CO, and Mallory Scarritt—FL. 

Samantha Shinberg—DC, Alison Shott— 
PA, Mary Swick—PA, Maza Men-asche- 
Untemeyer—FL, Jeffrey Waters—NY, Brian 
Wright—MN, and Blake Yocum—IA. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to yield to 
the Minority Whip of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER), who has always 
been very, very supportive of the pro-
gram and very gracious with his time 
to come down on the floor. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

I thank all of you for participating in 
this program. It is important for Amer-
ica that you do so. You have gotten, 
obviously, something from this pro-
gram, perhaps a great deal, but, in my 
opinion, America is getting more from 
this program. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
KILDEE), who has served on this board 
for longer than any other Member and 
with whom I served on the board for a 
short period of time, observed that you 
have been given a unique privilege, an 
insight into democracy that few Amer-
icans get. They see us on C–SPAN, they 
read about us in the newspaper, they 

see short clips, the 30 seconds or the 15 
seconds, but you know better than al-
most all of your colleagues, your peers, 
that that 30-second clip is not nec-
essarily the truth of what happens. 

You have seen firsthand the dedica-
tion of Members. You have seen first-
hand, as the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. KILDEE) pointed out, and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS) has 
as well, that those of us who have the 
great honor and privilege of serving 
here are just like you but a little older. 

You are all different. You have dif-
ferent points of view. I am sure you 
have had discussions about some of the 
issues that you have heard debated on 
this floor. You have seen that in your 
own peer group that you differ, and 
that, in fact, probably each of you re-
flects to some degree some of the senti-
ment expressed on this floor and you 
agree with that. And you will find the 
gal sitting next to you say that, no, I 
do not agree with that; I think X was 
right and not Y. 

That is the glory of our democracy, 
that we have created an institution in 
which the different points of view can 
come together and be discussed and be 
debated. You have seen that sometimes 
that debate becomes relatively heated 
and passionate, and it is because the 
issues discussed on this floor are very 
important and impact on all of us, but 
on you particularly, because you will 
live longer under the policies that we 
adopt today than the rest of us, at 
least on average. 

You have been given a special oppor-
tunity, and I would hope that you 
would feel that that comes with a par-
ticular responsibility. One of the con-
cerns that those of us who are older 
have is that those of you who are 
younger do not participate in very high 
levels, at least in percentages, of im-
pacting on the decisions we make in 
our democracy. The way most citizens 
impact on those decisions is, obviously, 
through voting in elections. Young 
people, as all of you know, do not vote 
at a very high percentage. That is of 
concern. 

I want to read you something that 
was said by an Englishman. He said, 
‘‘We live in an age when to be young 
and to be indifferent can be no longer 
synonymous.’’ Think of that. ‘‘To be 
young and indifferent,’’ he said, can no 
longer be synonymous. We must pre-
pare for the coming hour. The claims of 
the future are represented by suffering 
millions; and the youth of a nation are 
the trustees of prosperity.’’ 

That was said by a gentleman who 
was the Prime Minister of Great Brit-
ain, Benjamin Disraeli. He said that in 
1845. It is true today. It is true, in fact, 
as, again, the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. KILDEE) pointed out, in every 
generation. 

We had a dedication to perhaps some 
of your grandfathers, the World War II 
Memorial, and perhaps your grand-
mothers as well who were called by 
Tom Brokaw the Greatest Generation. 
But, in fact, as Roosevelt indicated and 

as the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
KILDEE) pointed out, every generation 
is called upon to make its contribu-
tion. 

In some generations, the challenge is 
greater than it is in others. In World 
War II, we lost 60 million people in the 
world. 60 million. 407,000 Americans 
killed in that war. We are engaged in 
another war today in your generation 
and in my generation, a war on ter-
rorism. It calls upon a lot of young 
people and some middle-aged people, 
your parents’ age, perhaps, in the Re-
serve or National Guard, to be deployed 
overseas, to confront those who would 
undermine our democracy and our se-
curity and our safety. And very soon, 
very, very soon, you will be called upon 
to be on the front line, perhaps not 
overseas but here certainly. 

So I would ask you to take from this 
House, from this well and this room 
that we call the People’s House, to 
which one can only come by election, 
we just had a debate on that this week 
that you will recall, and I hope that 
you will go back and you will talk to 
your friends, perhaps your brothers and 
your sisters, your schoolmates, your 
peers, and tell them what you have 
seen. 

My experience has been that when I 
was president of the Maryland Senate, 
and we had a page program there, was 
that invariably those who were pages 
in the Senate, and my experience has 
been here with pages who have served 
in this House, that you leave with a 
more positive view than when you 
came. That does not mean that you 
have a rose-colored version of the 
House of Representatives. It is, after 
all, peopled by, as I said, people like 
you, with some strengths, some weak-
nesses, some faults and some extraor-
dinarily good points. 

So I urge all of you to return to your 
schools, return to your homes, return 
to your communities and spread the 
word about the fact that democracy 
works, that your participation makes a 
difference, and that in the final anal-
ysis, if democracy is to work well, if it 
is to work as our Founding Fathers 
conceived it, it will be because we all 
participate. 

Good luck and God bless you. Thank 
you very much for your service. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my colleague. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, now I 
would like to ask my colleague, the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. FOLEY), 
who, as many of you know, has been 
very involved in following your 
progress and lack thereof throughout 
this year, to address you all. 

Mr. FOLEY. Mr. Speaker, first, let us 
all give each other a round of applause 
for a very, very successful year here in 
Congress. 

The first time you have actually been 
able to sit in the seats of Members on 
Congress and be on national TV. Con-
gratulations. You really are living in a 
unique time in our country. 

I think my colleagues have well ex-
pressed the sentiments all of us having 
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watched you arrive one day as very 
young and excited newcomers to Wash-
ington, some with fear in your eyes be-
cause you have left friends and family, 
others with a sense of optimism and 
pride that you are getting to represent 
your districts from around this coun-
try. 

It is fun to watch the transformation 
from that first day to the last week. 
Because I see in all of you that sense of 
kind of reluctance to some degree to 
leave this place. You have met and 
have established lifelong friends in this 
very process. 

What is exciting for all of us that 
serve here is that you truly represent 
the best and brightest in this country. 
It is very, very difficult, as you know, 
to become a page in the Congress. It re-
quires a number of skill sets that will 
serve you in life: leadership, intel-
ligence, personality, perseverance, and 
faith; and those are attributes that, as 
you mature and go forward in life, will 
serve you in phenomenal ways. 

Many of you know that several Mem-
bers of Congress originated in the page 
class. So it is not only a training and 
testing ground. You certainly got a 
long exposure to the good and bad Con-
gress has to offer. The good is the fact 
that in this democracy, in this Cham-
ber, we get to express our opinions 
about what goes on in the world. We 
get to weigh in on behalf of the district 
that I represent and the other Members 
represent, those 600-plus thousand peo-
ple who count on us to come to this Na-
tion’s Capital every day to work on 
their behalf. 

Disagreements are the joy of democ-
racy. You get to argue and discuss and 
debate and create hopeful solutions 
that do not reflect the partisan views 
of the people in this Chamber but re-
flect the views of all Americans. 

Now, I know you have one more year 
of high school to conclude and that 
probably is some degree of relief or 
maybe, to those you feel like you are 
probably well equipped to enter your 
first year of college, some of you, I 
think, in conversing with you, some 
are actually mature enough to enter 
college right away. 

I want to thank you for taking time 
out of your life. This is a sacrifice. It is 
unique. 

I know my page Anthony was, and is, 
expected to deliver the commencement 
speech. So a word of warning, Anthony, 
the 16th district is watching you very 
carefully. 

This Member of Congress, of course, 
is delighted that there is an age re-
quirement to run for the job. He lives 
in my community, and he certainly has 
to reach 25 before he campaigns for this 
job. 

But congratulations on behalf of our 
district, our mutual district that you 
have been selected by your peers to 
have this high honor; and I will be 
looking for transcripts of that speech. 

Anthony came here as a page on the 
recommendation of several in our com-
munity. It was kind of interesting to 

watch this little mini-campaign take 
place and those friends that he had in 
the northern part of my community 
urging and cajoling and talking to me 
about submitting his name to be a 
page. Of course, for those Members of 
Congress, we get to submit names, but, 
ultimately, it is the choice of the Page 
Board and the Speaker of the House 
that bestows on you this high honor. 
So you are, in essence, the Speaker’s 
appointment. 

Take with you the valuable knowl-
edge you have gained. Never forget 
your friends. Stay in touch. The inter-
esting thing is that, years from now, as 
you look around the country and you 
have your page reunions, you will see 
each and every one of you doing some-
thing unique and different. 
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Hopefully, some of you will be going 
on to better communities by being 
teachers, police officers, firefighters, 
members of the military, nurses, vet-
erans, whatever your chosen profes-
sion. A few may go on to be Congress-
men, Congresswomen, Governors, Sen-
ators. In fact, in this very room may be 
the future President of the United 
States. God bless you. I wish you well, 
have a great life, and thank you for 
your service to this Congress. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank my colleague for his chance 
to share with you. 

Did he not mention that maybe it 
might be your high privilege and honor 
to be the chairman of the Page Board 
some year? He always leaves that off. I 
do not know why that is. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. ETHERIDGE), 
who has a great history in education as 
a superintendent of schools, and I 
thank my colleague. 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman. 

To all of you, let me thank you. As 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SHIMKUS) has shared with you, prior to 
my coming to Washington, I had the 
distinct privilege of being the State su-
perintendent of schools for the State of 
North Carolina. I consider that a high 
privilege because I got to work with 
wonderful young folks like you every 
day. And I was seated back there look-
ing at the backs of your heads and said, 
I really want to see your faces because 
I have seen you in here from day to 
day. 

I want to associate myself with my 
colleagues’ comments. I may repeat 
some of them, and I will be brief, but I 
do not want to. The truth is as they 
have said, and Lord knows how many 
commencement speeches I have made 
and groups I have spoken to, you are 
the future. You will move on the stage 
very quickly. And you will finish the 
work. It may be here in this Chamber 
or in the State legislative chamber or 
as a doctor, lawyer, preacher, teacher, 
whatever it may be. You will finish the 
work that others have started. And al-
ways remember that. 

I think it is good to remember that 
there are new ideas from time to time, 
and we have breakthroughs, but the 
greatest contributions are made by 
those who are willing to keep their 
hands on the steady plow, as we say in 
rural North Carolina, and you plow a 
straight furrow. In other words, you do 
the right thing. You were made out of 
the right stuff, and we are awful proud 
of you. 

I only wish that every student in 
America could have the same experi-
ences that you have had for the last 
number of weeks you have been here. 
We would have a lot better country be-
cause they would go home with a dif-
ferent understanding of Washington, 
DC. 

I started to ask for a show of hands, 
but I will not do it, of how many of you 
when you came to Washington, this 
was the first time you had ever been to 
Washington. And if that is not true, 
this would be the first class we have 
had that that is not true of. For some 
of you, it may be the very first time 
you have been away from home for an 
extended period of time. You have 
adapted and adjusted to that. 

All of us can remember when we went 
away to camp for the first time, and a 
week is a long time, and you have been 
gone for a week and you have adapted 
well. You brought your school books 
with you. You were not sure how in the 
world you were going to handle all of 
that, right? But you did and you did a 
heck of a job, and we are proud of you. 

You have already shown that you can 
achieve before you came and you have 
added to that knowledge. So let me 
thank you for coming. I have full con-
fidence in whatever you choose to do 
you will do well because you have al-
ready done well. 

Let me say to Melissa Eddy, who is 
from my congressional district, the 
Second District of North Carolina, we 
are proud of you. We are glad to have 
you here this week. And for all of you 
as you leave this week, including you, 
Melissa, when you leave here tomorrow 
and when you head home, you are 
going to get a little vacation probably. 
And depending on whether you are 
going to college or back to high school, 
it is going to be a short summer be-
cause some schools start pretty quick, 
college and otherwise. 

This has already been shared with 
you, but I want to share it with you 
again, that is, if you have not gotten 
everyone’s mailing addresses and their 
known numbers and e-mails, get it and 
keep it. Your paths will cross again, 
sometime sooner than you think. 

Stay in touch. There are not many 
places you will ever go again in your 
life that you will spend and share the 
time you have shared one with an-
other, with people all across America 
from virtually every State and have 
the opportunity to share ideas, wheth-
er you agree or disagree and have the 
kind of positive discourse and great un-
derstanding and learning you have had 
here. 
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Have a safe trip home. Have a great 

summer. God bless all of you because 
you are special, special folks. I wish 
you all the luck in the world in what-
ever you choose to do. 

Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) to 
come up as he wants to address the 
group. This is a perfect example. The 
gentleman and I are very good friends. 
We do not agree very much on about 
anything, but one thing we agree on is 
the service that you all conduct and 
the honor of this institution and the 
hard work that everybody puts into it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. BROWN). 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my friend, the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. SHIMKUS). I know you real-
ly want to listen to one more speech 
because you have not heard enough 
speeches since you have been here. 

It is a pleasure to be here. I particu-
larly thank the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. SHIMKUS) and the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) for their 
good work; to Wren, to all of your su-
pervisors, your new supervisor, Joy 
Malleen, and to all of you especially 
for your public service at a very young 
age. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
KILDEE) says this is an almost 200-year 
tradition of pages working in the 
greatest legislative body in the world, 
and this is an achievement you can 
look back on. It is an achievement es-
pecially because if you are like Omar 
Halabi in my district, if you are like 
most people here, I think, it was not by 
accident you ended up here. You are 
obviously achievers at home. Many of 
you went through a competitive proc-
ess to get here. You obviously have 
shown self-discipline; you are self- 
starters. You already have the kinds of 
values and the kind of work ethic that 
will get you ahead as you go off to col-
lege, and you go off in to the military 
and you go off into the workforce. 

I have watched Omar from 
Brecksville, Ohio, in my district and 
watched some others of you and talked 
to you, for some of you it is a semester, 
for others as Omar got to re-up as they 
say. I have gotten to see the personal 
growth and the kind of growing into 
the whole idea of public service. 

My short remarks, I will just say 
that I hope when you go home, I heard 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
HOYER) talking about young people not 
registering to vote in very high num-
bers. I hope you will go home, those of 
you that are 18 now or soon will be 18 
or have plenty of friends that are 18, 
that you make it your mission to reg-
ister your friends to vote, to get in-
volved, whichever side you want to be 
on in the Presidential race this year, 
whichever side you want to be on on 
any number of political campaigns at 
home in community service and en-
courage people, as President Theodore 
Roosevelt, my favorite Republican 

said, ‘‘Get in the arena. That is where 
you really make a difference.’’ 

You have already been in the arena 
by working in this legislative body, by 
serving the Congress, by serving your 
country. You can accelerate that and 
go home and build on that and really 
be in the arena every day, back at 
school, back in the workplace, in the 
military, at home doing what you al-
ready know how to do. You have the 
leadership skills. You have the inter-
personal skills. I hope that you will 
share those skills with people all over 
the 50 States of this country and get 
into the arena and do it. 

Congratulations to all of you. 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I want 

to send my regards for the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE), who has vis-
ited with many of you. He is receiving 
an award down at the EPA. I know he 
is trying to get back here on time, but 
it looks like he will not. As you know, 
he has been very close to the program. 
He will get a chance to extend his re-
marks. 

To whom much is given, much is ex-
pected. And I think that is really is 
summary of what the Members who 
have come on the floor have attempted 
to say in their own way. We thank you 
for your service. We have all bled a lit-
tle bit this year. We have all sweated a 
little bit this year. We have all cried a 
little bit this year, not only the pages 
but of course, of course, the dorm staff, 
the school staff, the floor staff. Make 
sure you go and tell them to thank the 
adult supervision folks who have been 
so patient to get us through this year. 

Again, from the House of Representa-
tives, from the Speaker, from the mi-
nority leader, thank you for your serv-
ice. Have a great graduation tomorrow. 
May God bless you all, and may God 
bless the United States of America. 
You are now dismissed. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SHIMKUS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the subject of my Farewell to 
the Pages 1-minute speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
OSE). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to join my colleagues in recognizing 
the Congressional Pages that will be ending 
their term of service this week. I would also 
like to commend Congressman SHIMKUS and 
Peggy Sampson for all of their hard work. 

The House Pages have made up the criti-
cally important support staff that has kept the 
House floor running smoothly for over 200 
years. 

The 2003–2004 full-school year Pages were 
selected from hundreds of applicants, fol-
lowing an incredibly competitive process that 
scrutinizes their individual achievements in 
academics, leadership, and commitment to so-
cial and civic service. 

Page duties include delivering all types of 
correspondence and legislative materials 
throughout the Capitol and House Office Build-

ings, answering phones in the Members’ 
Cloakrooms, relaying messages, flying flags 
over the Capitol, and preparing the House 
floor for session. 

These pages have spent their entire junior 
year of high school in Washington, D.C., liv-
ing, taking classes and working for the House. 

The typical day of a Page begins very early 
at 5:45 am or 6:00 am to eat breakfast prior 
to attending classes for school at 6:45 am. At 
10:00 am, their legislative workday begins and 
lasts until the House adjourns in the evening; 
and sometimes into the early morning hour. 

These individuals have demonstrated their 
true commitment to playing an important role 
in our Nation’s future by learning and working 
in the nation’s capitol. 

We honor those Pages that have shown the 
same generosity of spirit, depth of intelligence, 
and capacity for human service that is so im-
portant to leaders. 

These exceptional students have consist-
ently displayed their dedication, intelligence 
and concern throughout their time as a Page 
in Congress. They stand out among their 
peers not only because of their many achieve-
ments, but also the disciplined manner in 
which they meet all challenges. Although they 
have already accomplished a great deal, these 
young people possess unlimited potential. 

The House Pages are young men and 
women of character, ambition, and initiative, 
who have made a significant contribution to 
the United States House of Representatives 
and already learned well the value of hard 
work and commitment. Their efforts and dedi-
cation is very much appreciated and our best 
wishes bestowed upon them in all of their fu-
ture endeavors that I am sure for some will in-
clude elected office including Congress. I sus-
pect all will be leaders. 

On behalf of the United States House of 
Representatives, we extend our thanks and 
highest praise and congratulations to each 
Congressional Page. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona). Under the Speak-
er’s announced policy of January 7, 
2003, and under a previous order of the 
House, the following Members will be 
recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
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time of the gentleman from New Jersey 
(Mr. PALLONE). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
f 

CONFUSING MEDICARE CARD 
GAME 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
this week America’s seniors and dis-
abled Americans can use the new pre-
scription drug discount card created by 
last year’s Republican Medicare law. 
This card program has not exactly been 
met with a resounding ‘‘yes.’’ Nation- 
wide fewer than 500,000 seniors out of 40 
million actively chose to enroll in the 
card. 

A little surprise when seniors in Ohio 
and throughout the country have found 
it confusing, have found it over-
whelming, have found it way, way too 
bureaucratic, and have found it unreli-
able. 

Under traditional Medicare, all of 
your benefits are available through one 
Medicare card that looks like this. But 
under the new program, seniors have to 
choose from a whole deck of cards. This 
card may be a discount for Fosamax. 
This card may be a discount for Zoloft. 
This card may be a discount for Vioxx. 
This card may be a discount for 
Lipitor. This card might be a 12 per-
cent discount. This card might be a 16 
percent discount. This card might be a 
19 percent discount. 

But even with that confusion, Mr. 
Speaker, it gets worse because one card 
might cover your blood pressure medi-
cine but not your heart medicine; the 
discounts published in the brochure 
you read, the 12 percent, the 14 percent, 
the 16 percent, the discounts you might 
read could be out of date by the time 
you get to the drug store. 

In other words, under this Rube Gold-
berg kind of plan, you pick one of 
these, in Ohio, 53 cards, you pick one of 
these cards, you pay $30, you are stuck 
with that card the whole year. Yet, the 
card maker, the card seller can change 
the discount, can change the drugs 
that are covered anytime during that 
52 weeks. Mr. Speaker, that is not 
Medicare. This is Medicare. It is sim-
ple. It is reliable. It is universal. 

The new program is having such 
problems that even one of its most 
widely accepted provisions is having 
trouble signing people up. The new law 
provides annual subsidies of up to $600, 
a good idea, on drug purchases for 
some, unfortunately too limited, num-
ber of low-income seniors. 
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But even that provision did not reach 
its target audience. Secretary Tommy 
Thompson says he is somewhat con-
cerned that low-income seniors are not 
signing up. A lot of us are concerned in 

this House that they are not signing 
up. 

The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
DINGELL), the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. STARK), the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND), the gentleman 
from California (Mr. WAXMAN), and I 
have introduced a bill that would auto-
matically enroll all seniors in the new 
low-income subsidies program. 

Like Medicare itself, our proposal is 
simple; it is universal and reliable. Un-
fortunately, because it violates the Re-
publican privatization way of doing 
things, they do not want to do it. So 
instead of actually fixing the problem 
by saying all seniors who are eligible 
get the $600 automatically, the Bush 
administration’s going to spend an-
other $4 million to advertise to try to 
encourage people to sign up. They have 
already spent up to $80 million to tell 
seniors that this program is a good 
idea overall. Now they want to spend 
another $4 million doing something 
that we ought to do to reach out to 
those seniors that need the drug ben-
efit. 

Earlier last year when the HHS audi-
tors said the Republican bill would cost 
$134 billion more than the White House 
said, the White House suppressed the 
estimate and gagged the auditor. When 
the initial reaction from seniors was 
less than enthusiastic, the Bush admin-
istration announced plans to spend, as 
I said earlier, $80 million of our tax-
payer dollars to educate seniors on why 
this bill is not really this bad after all. 
When news coverage of the program 
was not favorable enough, the Bush ad-
ministration was undaunted. They just 
rolled out their own news stories, at 
taxpayers’ expense, complete with fake 
anchor, phony interviewer, bogus re-
porter. It is not about substance; it is 
about image. 

I think we can show that we can do 
better. House Republican leadership 
should pass the Dingell bill this week. 
It would begin to enroll those people 
who are eligible for the $600 drug ben-
efit, those lower-income seniors. We 
could pass it and get it over to the 
other body in plenty of time to have it 
on President Bush’s desk by next week. 
I would love that to happen. 

The choice, Mr. Speaker, again 
should be do we want one Medicare 
card that can give good drug discounts 
using the 40 million beneficiaries to ne-
gotiate a 40, 50, 60 percent discount for 
all seniors on this one card, or do we 
want to issue this privatized kind of 
Medicare with 53 cards, with 53 dif-
ferent plans, sold by private insurance, 
too confusing, too bureaucratic, and, 
frankly, a benefit that is barely worth 
it? 

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent to take my 5 minutes at 
this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona). Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

SAME OLD, SAME OLD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. PAUL) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, the more 
things change, the more they stay the 
same. Our allegiances to our allies and 
friends change constantly. For decades, 
exiled Iraqi Ahmed Chalabi was our 
chosen leader to be in the new Iraq. 
Championed by Pentagon neocons and 
objected to by the State Department, 
Mr. Chalabi received more than $100 
million U.S. taxpayer dollars as our 
man designated to be the leader of a 
new Iraqi government. 

But something happened on the way 
to the coronation. The State Depart-
ment finally won out in its struggle 
with the Pentagon to dump Chalabi 
and his Iraqi National Congress, deliv-
ering Iraq to a competing exiled group. 

What a mess. No one should be sur-
prised. Regime changes, whether by the 
CIA or by preemptive war, almost al-
ways go badly. American involvement 
in installing the Shah of Iran in the 
1950s, killing Diem in South Vietnam 
in the 1960s, helping Osama bin Laden 
against the Soviets in the 1980s, assist-
ing Saddam Hussein against Iran in the 
1980s, propping up dictators in many 
Arab countries, and supporting the de-
struction of the Palestinian people all 
have had serious repercussions on 
American interests including the loss 
of American life. We have wasted hun-
dreds of billions of dollars while the 
wounds in the Middle East continue to 
fester. 

How many times have our friends be-
come our enemies and our enemies our 
friends, making it difficult to deter-
mine which is which? Our new relation-
ship with Qaddafi in Libya is an exam-
ple of the silliness of this policy. Long- 
term interference in the internal af-
fairs of other nations does not help us 
or those we support. 

The invisible economic costs are 
enormous, but generally ignored. A 
policy of militarism and constant war 
has huge dollar costs, which contrib-
utes to the huge deficits, higher inter-
est rates, inflation and economic dis-
locations. War cannot raise the stand-
ard of living for the average American. 
Participants in the military industrial 
complex do benefit, however. 

The clear failure of the policy of for-
eign interventionism followed by our 
leaders for more than a hundred years 
should prompt a reassessment of our 
philosophy. Tactical changes, or rely-
ing on the U.N., will not solve these 
problems. Either way, the burden will 
fall on the American taxpayer and the 
American soldier. 

The day is fast approaching when we 
no longer will be able to afford this 
burden. Currently, foreign govern-
ments are willing to loan us the money 
needed to finance our current account 
deficit and, indirectly, the cost of our 
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worldwide military operations. It may 
seem possible now because we have 
been afforded the historically unique 
privilege of printing the world’s reserve 
currency. 

Foreigners so far have been only too 
willing to take our depreciating dollars 
for their goods. Economic law eventu-
ally will limit our ability to live off 
others by credit creation; and trust in 
the dollar will be diminished, if not de-
stroyed. Those who hold these trillion- 
plus dollars can hold us hostage if it 
ever becomes in their interest. It may 
be that economic law and the hostility 
toward the United States will combine 
to precipitate an emotionally charged 
rejection of the dollar. 

That is when the true wealth of the 
country will become self-evident, and 
we will no longer be able to afford the 
extravagant expense of pursuing an 
American empire. No nation has ever 
been able to finance excessive foreign 
entanglements and domestic entitle-
ments through printing-press money 
and borrowing from abroad. 

It is time we reconsider the advice of 
the Founding Fathers and the guide-
lines of the Constitution, which coun-
sels a foreign policy of nonintervention 
and strategic independence. Setting a 
good example is a far better way to 
spread American ideals than through 
force of arms. Trading with nations, 
without interference by international 
government regulators, is superior to 
sanctions and tariffs that too often 
plant the seeds of war. 

The principle of self-determination 
should be permitted for all nations and 
all demographically defined groups. 
The world tolerated the breakup of the 
ruthless Soviet and Yugoslavian sys-
tems rather well, even as certain na-
tional and ethnic groups demanded 
self-determination and independence. 

This principle is the source of the so-
lution for Iraq. 

Instead of the incessant chant about 
us forcing democracy on others, why 
not read our history and see how 13 na-
tions joined together to form a loose- 
knit republic with emphasis on local 
self-government. Part of the problem 
with our effort to reorder Iraq is that 
the best solution is something we have 
essentially rejected here in the United 
States. It would make a lot more sense 
to concentrate on rebuilding our Re-
public, emphasizing the principles of 
private property, free markets, trade 
and personal liberty here at home rath-
er than pursuing war abroad. If this 
were done, we would not be a mili-
taristic state spending ourselves into 
bankruptcy, and government benefits 
to the untold thousands of corpora-
tions and special interests would be de-
nied. 

True defense is diminished when 
money and energy are consumed by ac-
tivities outside the scope of specifi-
cally protecting our national interests. 
Diverting resources away from defense 
and the protection of our borders, 
while antagonizing so many around the 
world, would actually serve to expose 

us to greater danger from more deter-
mined enemies. 

A policy of nonintervention and stra-
tegic independence is the course we 
should take if we are serious about 
peace and prosperity. Liberty works. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER 
TIME 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take the gentleman from Oregon’s (Mr. 
DEFAZIO) time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

f 

THE INCOMPETENCE MUST STOP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
FRANK) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, sadly I am here to talk about 
what we cannot ignore: the sad, sad 
chronicle of incompetence and blunder 
which marks this administration’s con-
duct of national security policy. 

I do not think in the history of the 
United States there has been a major 
national security effort handled so 
badly. I voted against the war in Iraq. 
I voted for the war in Afghanistan, and 
I am glad I did. I voted against the war 
in Iraq because I did not think it was 
justified, and I feel vindicated in that 
judgment; but even for those who 
thought it was justified, I do not un-
derstand how they can fail to join in 
the criticism of the shambles this ad-
ministration has made of the policy. 

I will insert in the RECORD here, Mr. 
Speaker, an article by Elisabeth 
Bumiller from the May 29 New York 
Times, and the headline is ‘‘Conserv-
ative Allies Take Chalabi Case to the 
White House.’’ 

[From the New York Times, May 29, 2004] 

CONSERVATIVE ALLIES TAKE CHALABI CASE TO 
THE WHITE HOUSE 

(By Elisabeth Bumiller) 

WASHINGTON, May 28—Influential out-
side advisers to the Bush administration who 
support the Iraqi exile leader Ahmad Chalabi 
are pressing the White House to stop what 
one has called a ‘‘smear campaign,’’ against 
Mr. Chalabi, whose Baghdad home and of-
fices were ransacked last week in an Amer-
ican-supported raid. 

Last Saturday, several of these Chalabi 
supporters said, a small delegation of them 
marched into the West Wing office of 
Condoleezza Rice, the national security ad-
viser, to complain about the administra-
tion’s abrupt change of heart about Mr. 
Chalabi and to register their concerns about 
the course of the war in Iraq. The group in-

cluded Richard N. Perle, the former chair-
man of a Pentagon advisory group, and R. 
James Woolsey, director of central intel-
ligence under President Bill Clinton. 

Members of the group, who had requested 
the meeting, told Ms. Rice that they were in-
censed at what they view as the vilification 
of Mr. Chalabi, a favorite of conservatives 
who is now central to an F.B.I. investigation 
into who in the American government might 
have given him highly classified information 
that he is suspected of turning over to Iran. 

Mr. Chalabi has denied that he provided 
Iran with any classified information. 

The session with Ms. Rice was one sign of 
the turmoil that Mr. Chalabi’s travails have 
produced within an influential corner of 
Washington, where Mr. Chalabi is still seen 
as a potential leader of Iraq. 

‘‘There is a smear campaign under way, 
and it is being perpetrated by the C.I.A. and 
the D.I.A. and a gaggle of former intelligence 
officers who have succeeded in planting 
these stories, which are accepted with hardly 
any scrutiny,’’ Mr. Perle, a leading conserv-
ative, said in an interview. 

Mr. Perle, referring to both the Central In-
telligence Agency and the Defense Intel-
ligence Agency, said the campaign against 
Mr. Chalabi was ‘‘an outrageous abuse of 
power’’ by United States government offi-
cials in Washington and Baghdad. 

‘‘I’m talking about Jerry Bremer, for one,’’ 
Mr. Perle said, referring to L. Paul Bremer 
III, the top American administrator of the 
Coalition Provisional Authority in charge of 
the occupation of Iraq. ‘‘I don’t know who 
gave these orders, but there is no question 
that the C.P.A. was involved.’’ 

In Baghdad, coalition authorities vigor-
ously denied Mr. Perle’s assertion. ‘‘Jerry 
Bremer didn’t initiate the investigation,’’ 
Dan Senor, the spokesman for the Coalition 
Provisional Authority, said in a telephone 
interview. 

Similarly, Mark Mansfield, a C.I.A. spokes-
man, called Mr. Perle’s accusation that the 
agency was smearing Mr. Chalabi ‘‘absurd.’’ 
A Defense Department official who asked not 
to be named said that Mr. Perle’s accusa-
tions against the D.I.A. had no foundation. 

Mr. Chalabi has been a divisive figure for 
years in Washington, where top Pentagon of-
ficials favored him as a future leader of Iraq 
and top State Department officials dis-
trusted him as unreliable. Either way, Mr. 
Chalabi and his exile group, the Iraqi Na-
tional Congress, fed intelligence to the Bush 
administration about Iraq’s unconventional 
weapons that helped drive the administra-
tion toward war. 

Intelligence officials now argue that some 
of the intelligence was fabricated, and that 
Mr. Chalabi’s motives were to push the 
United States into toppling Saddam Hussein 
and pave the way for his installation as 
Iraqi’s new leader. 

Although Mr. Chalabi’s supporters outside 
the administration have been caustic in 
their comments about his treatment, there 
has been relative silence so far from Mr. 
Chalabi’s supporters within the administra-
tion. Deputy Defense Secretary Paul D. 
Wolfowitz, who favored going to war in Iraq 
and was a patron of Mr. Chalabi, did not re-
spond to numerous requests this week for an 
interview. 

Mr. Wolfowitz’s spokesman, Charley Coo-
per, said in an e-mail message that Mr. 
Wolfowitz believed that Mr. Chalabi and the 
Iraqi National Congress ‘‘have provided valu-
able operational intelligence to our military 
forces in Iraq, which has helped save Amer-
ican lives.’’ Mr. Cooper added in the message 
that ‘‘Secretary Wolfowitz hopes that the 
events of the last few weeks haven’t under-
mined that.’’ 

The current views of Vice President Dick 
Cheney and his chief of staff, I. Lewis Libby, 
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are not known. Both strongly supported Mr. 
Chalabi before and during the war in Iraq. 

Last Saturday, participants in the meeting 
with Ms. Rice and her deputy, Stephen Had-
ley, said Ms. Rice told them she appreciated 
that they had made their views known. But 
she gave no hint of her own opinion, partici-
pants said, and made no concessions to their 
point of view. 

Newt Gingrich, the former speaker of the 
House of Representatives, also attended the 
meeting. A larger meeting later that day, 
with Mr. Hadley alone, included Danielle 
Pletka, a vice president of the American En-
terprise Institute, a research institution in 
Washington. 

In an interview, Ms. Pletka said that Mr. 
Chalabi had been ‘‘shoddily’’ treated and 
that C.I.A. and State Department people had 
been fighting ‘‘a rear guard’’ action against 
him. 

‘‘They’ve been out to get him for a long 
time,’’ Ms. Pletka said. ‘‘And to be fair, he 
has done things and the people around him 
have done things that have made it easier for 
them. He is a prickly, difficult person and he 
drives them crazy. He never takes no for an 
answer, even when he should.’’ 

Ms. Pletka added: ‘‘There are questionable 
people around him—I don’t know how close— 
who have been involved in questionable ac-
tivities in Iraq. He is close to the Iranian 
government. And so all of these things have 
lent credence to the accusations against 
him.’’ 

Mr. Perle said the action against Mr. 
Chalabi would burnish his anti-American 
credentials in Iraq and possibly help him to 
be elected to political office. ‘‘In that regard, 
this clumsy and outrageous assault on him 
will only improve his prospects,’’ Mr. Perle 
said. 

Mr. Perle said that he had no business 
dealings with Mr. Chalabi, but that he be-
lieved the C.I.A. and D.I.A. were spreading 
false information that he did. He also said 
that Mr. Chalabi was not alone in supplying 
intelligence to the United States govern-
ment that turned out to be false. 

‘‘I know of no inaccurate information that 
was supplied uniquely by anyone brought to 
us by the Iraqi National Congress,’’ Mr. 
Perle said. 

Mr. Speaker, Mr. Chalabi, if I am pro-
nouncing it right, people will remem-
ber, is the man who we had thought 
was someone the President approved 
of, whom the President now tells us he 
cannot quite remember. 

I do think, Mr. Speaker, as an aside, 
that probably we should be inves-
tigating Chamber security here be-
cause apparently at the last State of 
the Union address a man largely un-
known to the President managed to 
seat himself next to the First Lady. 
Mr. Chalabi was seated next to Laura 
Bush. Now the President has no idea or 
only a vague idea who this man is; and 
when a stranger, apparently a stranger 
of some disrepute, if we listen to the 
White House, is allowed to seat himself 
next to Laura Bush, then I begin to feel 
nervous. In general, I think the people 
who run security do a very good job, I 
do not know, and this point probably 
was not their fault. They may have 
been misled by somebody in the De-
fense Department, but we better look 
into it. 

We now go back to the spectacle of 
this administration’s internal warfare. 
We read recently that the Secretary of 
State was very angry at the CIA be-

cause he now acknowledges that they 
gave him misinformation. I do not 
know if that is one of the reasons that 
the director of the CIA resigned. He is 
the man who, of course, told the Presi-
dent that it was a slam dunk that there 
were weapons of mass destruction. Ap-
parently, he slammed when he should 
have dunked, and he is no longer with 
us, but the chaos continues. 

Here we have in this story the con-
servative allies, according to Mr. Rich-
ard Perle, who is a close adviser to the 
Defense Department, and according to 
this article last Saturday, several of 
these Chalabi supporters said a small 
delegation of them marched into the 
West Wing of Condoleezza Rice, the na-
tional security adviser, to complain 
about the administration. For some of 
these people, who have been consistent 
advocates of war, marching into 
Condoleezza Rice, it was the only 
marching they ever did because cer-
tainly they have not been in uniform 
to march in any wartime conditions, 
but we have them denouncing the Bush 
administration, Bush advisers denounc-
ing Bush advisers. 

Mr. Powell was quoted in the New 
York Times last Sunday, well, big sur-
prise, ‘‘we disagree with each other.’’ 
That is not the problem. It is not a 
problem that the President’s advisers 
disagree with each other. The problem 
is that the President appears to agree 
with each of them who disagree with 
each other. The President does not 
solve these problems. We have had this 
ongoing dispute. It is extraordinary to 
have someone being paid $40 million or 
more by the American Government, 
supported by the Defense Department, 
Mr. Chalabi, then overthrown by the 
State Department or the CIA. 

Here is Mr. Perle, again, a close ally 
of the Defense Department, remember 
the Defense Advisory Board, saying 
there is a smear campaign under way 
being perpetrated by the CIA and the 
Defense Intelligence Agency. This is 
Mr. Perle, and then he denounces Mr. 
Bremer. We are told you, Democrats, 
do not be critical of the people in Iraq 
who are running our policy, you will 
undermine them. 

I am nicer than Mr. Perle to these 
people. Mr. Perle is being much more 
vitriolic, and he has even managed, Mr. 
Perle, because he is the epitome of 
niceness, to find a way to defend Mr. 
Chalabi who we are now told by this 
government may have leaked impor-
tant information to the Iranians. 

Here is Mr. Perle’s defense of Mr. 
Chalabi, and Mr. Perle is a man who 
chooses his words carefully. I wish he 
chose his friends as carefully as he 
chose his words, but he does choose his 
words carefully; and here is what he 
said about Mr. Chalabi’s organization, 
the Iraqi National Congress, from the 
New York Times of last Saturday: ‘‘ ‘I 
know of no inaccurate information 
that was supplied uniquely by anyone 
brought to us by the Iraqi National 
Congress,’ Mr. Perle said.’’ 

In other words, he does not deny that 
Mr. Chalabi lied to us. He does not 

deny that Mr. Chalabi in effect boasted 
he gave us misinformation and does 
not mind that it could help us go to 
war. His point is that Mr. Chalabi was 
not the only one who lied to us. I do 
not think it is much of a defense of Mr. 
Chalabi to say he is the only one who 
lied to us, nor does it say much for this 
administration that they listened to so 
many liars. The incompetence must 
stop. 

f 

b 1530 

GRAVE SHORTFALLS IN NATO’S 
INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AS-
SISTANCE FORCE IN AFGHANI-
STAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FRANKS of Arizona). Under a previous 
order of the House, the gentleman from 
Nebraska (Mr. BEREUTER) is recognized 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this 
Member rises to inform our colleagues 
about grave shortfalls in NATO’s Inter-
national Security Assistance Force, 
ISAF, in Afghanistan and about efforts 
to ensure the mission has the resources 
needed for success. 

This Member returned to Washington 
yesterday from Bratislava, Slovakia, 
where the spring session of the NATO 
Parliamentary Assembly was held. 
This Member serves as the President of 
the Assembly, which for the last 50 
years has served as the parliamentary 
adviser and support organization for 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion, or NATO. 

The inability of the Alliance to meet 
its commitments in Afghanistan was 
the most important issue we discussed 
in Bratislava. This Member cannot 
overstate how critical the next few 
weeks will be for the future of Afghani-
stan and for the credibility of NATO. 

Several members of the NATO Par-
liamentary Assembly visited Afghani-
stan on behalf of the Assembly 2 weeks 
ago. They were unanimous in their 
praise for the professionalism of our 
soldiers but were equally convinced 
that, without additional resources, the 
Alliance faces failure in Afghanistan 
and risks losing all that it has cur-
rently invested. 

The problems, as noted by those 
members, relate to the unwillingness of 
Alliance member countries to provide 
the personnel and the key air assets re-
quired to deploy additional provincial 
reconstruction teams, or PRTs, to pro-
vide security beyond Kabul and the 
surrounding environs. 

In addition, the allies must provide 
ISAF with the extra forces needed to 
give the forthcoming elections the best 
chance of success. This is a matter of 
great urgency. If our allies do not com-
mit more forces and the support assets 
to sustain them in the next 4 to 6 
weeks, the September elections in Af-
ghanistan will likely do little more 
than to legitimatize the warlords and 
drug traffickers who are increasingly 
controlling much of the country. 
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In Bratislava, Alliance legislators 

urged our respective governments to 
examine carefully what further assets 
they can individually commit. We rec-
ognize, of course, that many NATO 
countries, like our own, already deploy 
substantial numbers of forces in Af-
ghanistan and elsewhere. The United 
States currently has about 13,500 mili-
tary personnel in and around Afghani-
stan, most in conjunction with Oper-
ation Enduring Freedom, the separate 
mission to fight the Taliban and al 
Qaeda in southeastern Afghan. Ger-
many and Canada are the two largest 
contributors to ISAF, with about 1,800 
troops each. But Canada’s year-long 
commitment ends in August, and its 
forces must be replaced from else-
where. 

Compared with the total resources 
the Alliance can call on, the numbers 
needed now are not great. Their likely 
impact, however, is crucial. Time is 
not on our side. Excuses will not suf-
fice. We must secure those assets now. 
To fail to do so will place in jeopardy 
all we have achieved thus far in im-
proving stability in this crucial region. 

Actually, this is a failure of political 
will, pure and simple. Make no mistake 
about it, this is a failure that jeopard-
izes the success of our mission in Af-
ghanistan and jeopardizes the very 
credibility of the Alliance. 

We often say that failure is not an 
option. Mr. Speaker, in Afghanistan, 
failure is a distinct possibility. And un-
less allied leaders in the next few 
weeks demonstrate the political will to 
deploy the necessary assets in Afghani-
stan, failure gradually will become a 
reality. 

Drastic shortfalls exist despite the 
fact there are more than 2 million mili-
tary personnel in the active and re-
serve forces of the European NATO al-
lies. Less than 2 percent of those forces 
are deployed in missions in the Bal-
kans and Afghanistan. 

Jaap de Hoop Scheffer, the Secretary 
General of NATO, has stated repeat-
edly that the credibility of the Alli-
ance is at stake in Afghanistan and so, 
it should be emphasized, is the future 
of the Afghan people. 

Recognizing this reality, the leaders 
of all 26 NATO allies’ parliamentary 
delegations to the Parliamentary As-
sembly, in an extraordinary, unprece-
dented step, authorized this Member to 
send a letter to all the heads of govern-
ment of the NATO countries forth-
rightly expressing the concerns of the 
Assembly. 

That letter strongly urges govern-
ments to provide the necessary re-
sources for the NATO missions in Af-
ghanistan and the fervent hope that ef-
fective action can be taken quickly and 
the necessary forces provided. 

In addition, we agreed to raise this 
concern in our respective national leg-
islatures in order to generate the 
widest possible parliamentary support 
for the required resources to be made 
available. 

NATO already has made remarkable 
progress in Afghanistan and, with a lit-

tle more effort, our goal of bringing 
peace and stability to that troubled 
country is achievable. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. PENCE addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. CONYERS addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

HONORING OUR NATION’S 
VETERANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FILNER) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to introduce two pieces of legis-
lation in this House that recognizes 
and honors the service and sacrifice of 
members of the United States Armed 
Forces throughout the history of our 
great Nation. 

The first bill is H.R. 4425, called the 
Honor Our Fallen Prisoners of War Act. 
Currently, prisoners of war who die 
during their imprisonment of wounds 
inflicted in war are eligible for a post-
humous Purple Heart recognition. 
However, those who die of starvation, 
for example, or beatings or freezing to 
death are causes which are not eligible 
for the Purple Heart. 

Can this be right? There should be no 
false distinction indicating more cour-
age or more sacrifice by some who died 
and less by others. All POWs who died 
in service to our Nation should be eligi-
ble for this Purple Heart recognition, 
and H.R. 4425 will allow all members of 
our armed forces who die while a pris-
oner of war, regardless of the cause of 
death, to be awarded this honor. This 
will apply to all wars, past and present. 

I am indebted to Rick and Brenda 
Morgan Tavares of Campo, California, 
and to Wilbert ‘‘Shorty’’ Estabrook of 
Murrieta, California, who brought this 
issue to my attention. Shorty survived 
the Tiger Camp death march during 
the Korean War and was imprisoned for 
over 3 years. Brenda’s uncle, Corporal 
Melvin Morgan, died of starvation and 
beatings he suffered in 1950 at the age 
of 20 in Korea. Surely Corporal Morgan 
is deserving of a Purple Heart. 

I am also introducing H. Con. Res. 
434, a resolution to commend all per-
sons who were inducted for service in 
the United States Armed Forces during 
World War II. I repeat, inducted into 
service. This is a particularly fitting 
time for such recognition. We all wit-
nessed last Saturday the World War II 
Memorial on the Mall in Washington, 
DC, being dedicated as a lasting symbol 

of our Nation’s appreciation of these 
veterans. We are also approaching the 
60th anniversary of D-Day on June 6, 
2004, when tens of thousands of induct-
ees, or draftees as they are usually 
called, were among the Allied Forces 
invaded Normandy, France. 

To provide a bit of history, the Selec-
tive Training and Service Act of 1940 
was enacted 1 year after Germany in-
vaded Poland, and the number of men 
to be inducted into the Armed Forces 
was increased 5 days after the United 
States entered World War II in Decem-
ber of 1941. Of the over 16 million uni-
formed personnel serving during World 
War II, 10 million were draftees. They 
distinguished themselves in war and 
peace, as we know, and Tom Brokaw 
has called them ‘‘America’s Greatest 
Generation.’’ 

The Blinded Veterans Association of 
San Diego, California, and its Presi-
dent William Montgomery have asked 
for my help in gaining national rec-
ognition for the draftees in our Armed 
Forces, and I am honored to do so 
today. H. Con. Res. 434 commends the 
millions who were inducted during 
World War II and who served with 
great courage to advance the cause of 
freedom throughout this world. 

Taken together, these two pieces of 
legislation remind us of the gift of free-
dom that we have been given through 
the service and sacrifice of men and 
women who came before us. I urge my 
colleagues to support both H.R. 4425 
and H. Con. Res. 434. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. GEORGE 
MILLER) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. GEORGE MILLER addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

ON THE RETIREMENT OF BRIGA-
DIER GENERAL MICHAEL F. 
GJEDE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to commend Brigadier Gen-
eral Michael F. Gjede on his service to 
the United States of America. After 
more than 35 years in the Air Force, 
General Gjede will be retiring, and we 
in northeast Ohio have been very privi-
leged to have him as the Commander of 
the Air Force Reserve 910th Airlift 
Wing at Youngstown Air Reserve Sta-
tion in Vienna, Ohio. 

A graduate of Northeastern Univer-
sity in Boston, General Gjede earned 
his commission through the Air Force 
Officer Training School program in 
1968. Once he had earned his wings, he 
served two tours in Vietnam flying B– 
52s and logging over 140 combat mis-
sions. 

General Gjede has held numerous 
command positions in the Air Force, 

VerDate May 21 2004 01:29 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00037 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.085 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH3758 June 3, 2004 
and the 910th is the second flying wing 
that has had the opportunity to have 
him as their commanding officer. As 
our wing commander at the Youngs-
town Air Reserve Station, General 
Gjede’s personal involvement, his en-
couragement, and intuitiveness have 
produced an overwhelming response, as 
recognized in the achievements of the 
wing’s members. 

The 910th’s functional areas per-
formed flawlessly, despite a stressful 
and turbulent atmosphere caused by 
the events of September 11, 2001. His 
superior leadership was the driving 
force that kept all personnel properly 
focused, allowing them to consistently 
meet and exceed requirements. Despite 
the challenges of the most aggressive 
reserve operations tempo in history, 
the 910th immediately responded to the 
homeland defense initiatives in support 
of Operation Noble Eagle and the 
worldwide requirements for Operations 
Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Freedom. 

General Gjede’s continual involve-
ment in base renovation and new con-
struction projects, operation and main-
tenance facilities, and quality of life 
projects will produce benefits far into 
the future. The accomplishments of 
General Gjede culminate a long and 
distinguished career in the service of 
his country and reflect great credit 
upon himself and the United States Air 
Force. 

On a personal note, one of the unique 
experiences I have had with General 
Gjede was an opportunity to partici-
pate in the Youngstown Air Reserve 
parachute program. It is not really a 
program. It is a simulation of para-
chuting. General Gjede gave me an op-
portunity to put on the suit, strap my-
self in, and look down and do the vir-
tual reality and try to land on a car-
rier. Well, needless to say, I had my 
suit pants on, so General Gjede got to 
see me with suit pants, a tie, and the 
equipment necessary for parachuting 
dangling from the ceiling at the air 
base and missing the boat completely 
and going directly into the water. I do 
not even believe I got the parachute 
out in time. So General Gjede has seen 
his Congressman in some very compro-
mising positions. Luckily, there was no 
one in there with a camera to take any 
pictures. 

So that was a good experience I have 
had, among many, with General Gjede; 
and he is going to be sorely missed. 

But I would also like to say that be-
hind every great man is a great 
woman. He has a phenomenal wife, 
Jerylynn, who we have had the oppor-
tunity, my wife Julie and I have had 
the opportunity to get to know. She is 
a tremendous, tremendous woman. She 
is a great First Lady for the 910th. She 
has an enormous amount of class and 
composure and brought a lot of ele-
gance to the air base, and we will sore-
ly miss her as well. 

So on behalf of the people of the 17th 
Congressional District, I want to thank 
you, General Gjede and your wife, and 
wish you and your family the best. 

On a personal note, I have enjoyed 
our time together, our dinners to-
gether, and hope that in the future 
there will be many, many, many more. 
We are definitely wishing and hoping 
that you will stick around in our com-
munity after your retirement, because 
our community certainly is a better 
place and a stronger place with you 
and Jerylynn in it, and we will not just 
miss the General and his wife but we 
will miss our friends. 

So I wish you the best of luck and 
hope that we get to see you in our com-
munity and look forward to many, 
many, many further experiences to-
gether on behalf of the air base. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. 
MCDERMOTT) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. MCDERMOTT addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

THE CHALABI DEBACLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. STRICKLAND) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STRICKLAND. Madam Speaker, 
I stand here today beside this picture. 
On the right is President George W. 
Bush and on the left of the picture is a 
man by the name of Chalabi, Mr. 
Chalabi. We have heard a lot about 
Chalabi in recent days. The President, 
apparently, indicated recently that he 
did not know him well, that he may 
have met him at a rope line. But the 
fact is that Mr. Chalabi was in this 
Chamber as the honored guest of the 
President of the United States, seated 
right up there near the President’s 
wife, Laura Bush. He was applauded by 
those gathered in this Chamber. 

We now know that Mr. Chalabi, who 
we have reason to believe was paid 
some $40 million by this government, 
until just recently, those payments 
were finally, belatedly, cut off, but Mr. 
Chalabi was supposed to be providing 
intelligence to this administration. He 
is especially, apparently, close to Vice 
President CHENEY and to others within 
this administration. 

b 1545 

Based in part on intelligence data 
that came from Mr. Chalabi, this ad-
ministration made a decision to go to 
war. Think about that. What have we 
learned in recent days about Mr. 
Chalabi. Well, according to news re-
ports, not only was the information 
that he gave us distorted, false, and in 
some cases apparently made up; but we 
now have news reports, credible news 
reports that Mr. Chalabi was cooper-
ating with one of the axis of evil na-
tions, that nation being Iran. 

According to news reports, this gov-
ernment had broken the code that en-

abled us to intercept communications 
from the nation of Iran and that Mr. 
Chalabi told Iran that our government 
had in fact broken their code. News re-
ports say that Mr. Chalabi further in-
formed the Iranian Government that 
he received that information from 
someone within the United States Gov-
ernment who was drunk at the time. 

If these reports are accurate, it 
means that our troops and our national 
security have been placed at greater 
risk because this administration put 
its confidence in this man. Not only did 
we give him our national resources in 
terms of about $40 million, not only 
was he invited to the State of the 
Union, allowed to sit near the First 
Lady and receive the adulation of this 
body, not only was he given these mil-
lions of dollars in this recognition, but 
we depended upon the information 
coming from this man; and now it ap-
pears that our national security may 
have been compromised. 

Mr. Speaker, there needs to be a 
thorough investigation of what has 
happened here. We need to find out if 
our young men and women have been 
put in harm’s way because of the ac-
tions of this man; and the President 
needs to explain to us why he now indi-
cates he knows little about Mr. 
Chalabi, when he is here in this pic-
ture, he was invited to this Chamber 
for the State of the Union address, and 
this government invested more than 
$40 million into this man. 

This is something that cries out for 
explanation and investigation, and it is 
my hope that the President will accept 
the responsibility of making sure that 
the news reports of the last few hours 
are thoroughly investigated, that all 
those responsible for the possible leaks 
regarding national security issues are 
identified and are thoroughly, utterly, 
totally discredited. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida). Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. WYNN) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WYNN addressed the House. His 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

COMMEMORATING NATIONAL 
HUNGER AWARENESS DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
MCGOVERN) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, on March 16, 
1964, President Lyndon Johnson declared a 
war on poverty. Yet today, 40 years later, mil-
lions of Americans continue to face poverty 
and hunger. It’s unconscionable that in the 
21st century, in the richest and most pros-
perous country in the world, nearly 35 million 
Americans—13 million of them children—go 
hungry every day. 

Today is National Hunger Awareness Day. 
This initiative, sponsored by America’s Second 
Harvest, is designed to help raise public 
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awareness about hunger and the problems 
faced by millions of people who are having 
trouble feeding themselves and their families. 
Today, thousands of hunger relief advocates 
and volunteers will work with food banks, 
food-rescue organizations and agencies to 
help raise awareness about hunger in their 
communities. 

Madam Speaker, the statistics are astound-
ing. Nearly 35 million Americans go hungry 
each year. 13 million are children. In 2002, 
over 34 million Americans and 7.2 million 
American families lived in poverty. The prob-
lem of hunger is getting worse, not better. The 
percentage of households experiencing food 
insecurity increased from 10.7 percent in 2001 
to 11.1 percent in 2002. 

Hunger and food insecurity don’t fit the old 
stereotypes of the poor and uneducated. Not 
only are more working families relying on food 
banks for help to feed their children, but over 
62 percent of recipients of food from food 
banks have at least a high school diploma. 
This is intolerable. As a nation, we should not 
and can not continue to have lower-income 
families struggle to earn enough money to put 
food on the table. Poverty and hunger are di-
rectly related—if you don’t have money, you 
can’t buy food. It’s that simple. 

This year’s theme for Hunger Awareness 
Day is ‘‘One Big Table.’’ Hundreds of events 
are taking place around the country, and I 
would like to highlight one taking place in my 
district. 

Today, the Worcester County Food Bank is 
holding a ‘‘Picnic and Food Drive Kick-Off.’’ 
The Worcester County Food Bank, together 
with Sovereign Bank, Shaw’s Supermarkets, 
the Worcester Telegram & Gazette, WSRS/ 
WTAG Radio and Curry Printing, are kicking- 
off the 2nd Annual County-wide Grocery Bag 
Food Drive. Held at the Worcestrer County 
Food Bank, the event includes food drive 
sponsors, partner agencies, volunteers and 
staff enjoying a picnic lunch prepared by Com-
munity Kitchen student chefs. It will feature 
on-air radio interviews with the sponsors and 
agencies to raise awareness of the local hun-
ger problem and promote the upcoming food 
drive. 

Madam Speaker, National Hunger Aware-
ness Day is just one day out of the year when 
individuals, companies, organizations, and 
faith-based groups can participate, but the re-
ality is that hunger is a political problem. 
There is no justification for hunger to exist in 
this country, or around the world, for that mat-
ter. We have the food, the money, and the 
manpower to end hunger in the United States. 
What we can’t seem to find is the political will 
to do so. 

Earlier this year, this body approved bipar-
tisan legislation reauthorizing the child nutrition 
programs. It’s a good bill that, sadly, doesn’t 
go far enough. For example, over 22 million 
low-income children participate in the free and 
reduced-price school breakfast and lunch pro-
gram. However, only 4.7 million children re-
ceive these same lunches in the summer—a 
78.8 percent drop in participation. And it’s not 
for lack of need. No, Madam Speaker, it’s 
from the lack of commitment by this Congress. 

In another example, Madam Speaker, the 
Child Nutrition Reauthorization Act rightly ends 
the requirement that many families must pay a 
reduced price for breakfasts and lunches. But 
instead of ending this required payment now, 
the House-passed bill phases it out over five 
years. 

Madam Speaker, we must do better. The 
Education and Workforce Committee crafted a 
good, bipartisan bill. It’s a good start, but it 
must be improved. The programs to end hun-
ger are in place. They don’t need to be recre-
ated; they just need to be fully funded. The 
American people deserve better, and, on Na-
tional Hunger Awareness Day, I urge my col-
leagues in the other body to pass a broader, 
more inclusive Child Nutrition Reauthorization 
Act. 

Madam Speaker, let me close by com-
mending America’s Second Harvest, the food 
banks around the country, the corporations, 
faith-based groups, volunteers and other anti- 
hunger advocates for their hard work and 
dedication to end hunger in the U.S. Today is 
National Hunger Awareness Day. But these in-
dividuals and groups work to end hunger 
every day. Food bank participation continues 
to rise. The need for anti-hunger programs is 
clear. I, for one, am grateful for America’s 
Second Harvest’s commitment to ending hun-
ger in America. I urge my colleagues to make 
every day Hunger Awareness Day, to commit 
themselves to ending hunger in any way they 
can, and to find the political will to end the 
scourge of hunger here at home and around 
the world. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. INSLEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. INSLEE addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will 
appear hereafter in the Extensions of 
Remarks.) 

f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the subject of my Special Order 
today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

ADVANCING FRONTIERS OF 
SCIENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. CULBERSON) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, it 
is my privilege to appear here on the 
House floor today to join with the ma-
jority leader and Members of Congress 
who will be with me here today to ex-
press our strong support for maintain-
ing America’s leadership role in the ex-

ploration of outer space, and our lead-
ership role in advancing the frontiers 
of science, to demonstrate through the 
examples we will give today and the 
presentations that we have of the 
many, many tangible ways in which 
the mission of NASA, our leadership in 
the exploration of space, and America’s 
leadership in the advancement of the 
frontiers of science have touched and 
changed the lives of Americans individ-
ually, and advanced the freedom and 
prosperity of the Nation and the world 
as a whole. 

Madam Speaker, it is my privilege to 
recognize the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. CALVERT). 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to support NASA’s new vi-
sion for our continued exploration of 
the universe. Forty-three years ago, 
President John F. Kennedy laid out a 
vision of space exploration that be-
came a reality 8 years later when Neil 
Armstrong stepped onto the Moon. 
With the Apollo missions, America led 
the world in space exploration and pro-
pelled decades of technological and bio-
logical research that continue to ben-
efit us to this day. 

Four decades later, President George 
W. Bush offered the Nation another 
bold and challenging vision of space ex-
ploration that will keep America eco-
nomically, technologically, and mili-
tarily strong. Congress needs to sup-
port this mission so we can work with 
NASA to achieve the goal of returning 
Americans to the Moon and sending as-
tronauts to Mars and beyond. 

NASA’s new space exploration vision 
comes at a time when America faces 
increased competition from other na-
tions. Aside from Russia, the People’s 
Republic of China now has an ambi-
tious space flight program. China has 
already launched a spacecraft into low- 
Earth orbit and is intent on developing 
a manned aerospace and lunar explo-
ration program. 

We need to return the Space Shuttle 
to flight, complete the International 
Space Station, and extend our presence 
across the solar system by developing a 
new crew exploration vehicle. 

Space exploration not only advances 
the Nation’s vision. It provides jobs, 
growth and opportunity to millions of 
American workers. Being the leader in 
space flight also makes America the 
leader in commercial research and de-
velopment. The end of the last century 
witnessed rapid advances in science 
and technology that could only have 
been accomplished by astronauts con-
ducting research in space. Micro-
gravity experiments on the Space 
Shuttle and the International Space 
Station led to the creation of next-gen-
eration silicon computer chips and 
laser communication. Experiments on 
the Shuttle in the early 1990s fostered 
the development of a manufacturing 
process known as liquid phase cen-
tering that is now being used to 
produce over $20 billion worth of prod-
ucts in the United States. 
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Human space flight stimulates our 

economy and increases our global com-
petitiveness. A new vision must be 
launched if we are to maintain our lead 
in space and ensure our viability as a 
Nation for decades to come. Like it or 
not, other nations are sending their 
citizens into space and seeking to reap 
the rewards of those journeys. 

In an ever-changing and more unpre-
dictable world, we cannot afford to 
cede our leadership role in space. We 
have come too far and paid too high a 
price to turn our backs on the future. 
Supporting NASA’s new space explo-
ration vision and a reasonable invest-
ment in NASA’s budget this year will 
keep us on a path toward our nation’s 
destiny. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. CALVERT). It is important that he 
mentioned that the nation of China has 
an aggressive space program. They 
have set a goal of going to the Moon. It 
reminds me that centuries ago, the 
Chinese had one of the greatest fleets 
in the world. The emperor who built 
that great fleet, composed of ships, I 
understand, that any one of which 
could have sailed up the Thames River 
prior to Columbus’ discovery of Amer-
ica and conquered all of England be-
cause of their superiority in fire power 
and the maneuverability of the ships. 
That emperor who built that fleet died, 
and the succeeding emperor decided to 
keep China focused on itself and burned 
the fleet at the docks in order to keep 
the Chinese focused inward. As a re-
sult, the Chinese lost that great advan-
tage they had in the exploration of the 
seas, and ceded not only control, they 
basically lagged far behind the rest of 
the world in technology, exploration, 
and freedom. 

Mr. CALVERT. The gentleman is cor-
rect. Not only did the aforementioned 
emperor burn the fleet, if I remember 
correctly, he was the one that first or-
dered the construction of the wall to 
insulate themselves from the rest of 
the world. That insulation stayed for 
some centuries, and they put them-
selves way back in the pecking order of 
the world. The Chinese now are trying 
to catch up. They are putting a lot of 
their national treasure and expertise 
into outer space. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, 
the Chinese recognize the importance 
of reaching outward to the nations in 
not only exploration, but of the tre-
mendous technological benefits to the 
nation as a whole, and of commerce 
with other nations. The American peo-
ple understand that the advancement 
of exploration of space, the advance-
ment of the frontiers of science bring 
benefits to us individually and promote 
the cause of freedom. 

Mr. CALVERT. In the 1950s, it was 
the Russians that first went into outer 
space with Sputnik. That launched a 
new generation of young people to go 
into engineering, science, and tech-
nology. Those folks were the backbone 
of what was the Gemini and the Apollo 

programs. It was a great part of our 
history as we went to the Moon and did 
some wonderful things in outer space. 

As the gentleman well knows, in re-
cent times we have starved our science 
budget. We are not doing as good a job 
as we should be doing in space explo-
ration, which helped us bring along the 
personal computer, the types of equip-
ment that we see in our cars that can 
tell us where we are at any moment, 
all of these amazing technologies that 
we just count on. The gentleman is cor-
rect, if we do not continue this invest-
ment, we are going to be behind in the 
world, and other nations are going to 
be ahead of us. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is truly only the 
Federal Government with the resources 
we have available to pour into sci-
entific research, much of the work that 
scientists do, much of the work that 
NASA does, the Jet Propulsion Labora-
tory, the magnificent discoveries that 
have been made at JPL in California, a 
part of NASA, have been as a result of 
the dedicated support of this Congress 
and of the United States to put the re-
sources, the commitment necessary to 
run down a lot of the rabbit trails that 
are necessary. There may be some dead 
ends there. There are going to be fail-
ures and setbacks. Exploration is dan-
gerous; it is hard. Pushing the frontiers 
of knowledge is hard and requires a 
commitment that each and every 
American shares in their heart and 
they are counting on us to be there, to 
give the people at NASA, at JPL, and 
our scientists the support that they 
need. 

Mr. CALVERT. We are a Nation of 
pioneers. We are a Nation that explores 
the unknown, and science gives us the 
ability to go to outer space. Really, 
outside of the oceans of our Earth, 
which we continue to explore, space is 
the next frontier that has unlimited 
exploration and unlimited discoveries 
that can help us on this Earth and 
make us literally the leader of the 
world for many centuries to come. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I know the gen-
tleman has seen partnerships in Cali-
fornia, as we have in Texas, between 
NASA and our universities. The re-
search that is done between NASA and 
our universities has yielded tangible 
benefits in medical technology and in 
so many different ways. 

We are going to be on this floor talk-
ing about those benefits which have 
touched the lives of individual Ameri-
cans, particularly in the area of medi-
cine, which the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. WELDON) who has just joined 
us, is so familiar with. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON) to 
join us in this colloquy to lay out the 
benefits individually and collectively 
as a Nation that have come to us from 
the exploration of space and the work 
that NASA is doing. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Madam 
Speaker, I am pleased to be here and 
join the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CULBERSON) and the gentleman from 
California (Mr. CALVERT). 

Space is important to the future of 
our country. We are a Nation of pio-
neers. We are a Nation of explorers. We 
lead the world in science and tech-
nology. Everywhere I go as I travel 
around the United States, I see images 
at schools, at universities, and in air-
ports of our space program. Frequently 
I will see pictures or images of the 
Shuttle or of our Apollo pioneers; and 
the reason for that I think is obvious. 
It is in our blood, it is in our nature. 

Indeed, the gentleman mentioned I 
am a physician and practiced medicine 
for 15 years before I was elected, and I 
still see patients once a month at the 
VA clinic in my congressional district; 
and I always marvel at the daily appli-
cation of space technology, spin-off 
technologies directly from our Shuttle 
program, from our Apollo program, 
even from some of our unmanned 
probes. 

b 1600 
I have a contractor in my congres-

sional district who has taken the 
NASA coolant technology used to cool 
the systems in these planetary probes 
that we use and has placed it in car and 
home air conditioner units and believes 
he can improve the efficiency of these 
air conditioner units by as much as 15 
percent. The potential savings in elec-
tricity demand from a product like 
that, if it is able to yield its full poten-
tial, could be in the order of hundreds 
of billions of dollars over a period of 
just a few years. As a matter of fact, if 
this product proved to be as useful as 
he believes it may be, it could poten-
tially pay for the space program sev-
eral times over. 

Of course, as I was referring to ear-
lier, as a physician we use space tech-
nology in many of our imaging modali-
ties, like MRI scanning and CAT scan-
ning. We use space technology in a lot 
of our pacemaker capabilities, these 
implantable defibrillators. Indeed, even 
the prosthetic devices, such as artifi-
cial limbs, some of the materials 
science that goes into those devices are 
actually spin-off benefits of the space 
program. 

So I rise today to join my colleagues 
in speaking out in support of the na-
tional space initiative that I think 
President Bush so eloquently laid out 
in his speech at NASA headquarters 
several months ago. 

It is really critical that we move 
ahead with this agenda, because one of 
the problems that I found within NASA 
from virtually the moment of my ar-
rival is there was not really a clear 
agenda of where NASA was going. 
NASA had a very clear agenda when 
John F. Kennedy originally articulated 
it, I believe he was at Rice University, 
if I am not mistaken, in his famous 
speech, ‘‘We go to the moon not be-
cause it is easy, but because it is 
hard,’’ and NASA had a clear agenda of 
getting a man on the moon. But since 
that time it has been a little unclear. 

Now the President has laid out very 
clearly an agenda, and I want to under-
score for all my colleagues in the 
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House of Representatives and the other 
body, this is an affordable agenda. 
Some people have ridiculed this as 
costing $1 trillion and being impossible 
to do. 

But with the tragic loss of Columbia, 
I think it has been clear and obvious to 
everyone that, for our manned space 
flight program to continue, we need to 
come up with a replacement for the 
space shuttle in the years ahead. We 
cannot continue to rely on this system. 
It has been a great system, but it is 
down now, it could go down again in 
the future, and when it goes down, we 
are dependent on the Russians for the 
support and service of the Space Sta-
tion. 

So the President has laid out I think 
an affordable initiative to come up 
with a replacement vehicle for the 
space shuttle, but this vehicle would 
not just go and from low earth orbit, 
like the space shuttle does, but it 
would have the flexibility to be able to 
go back to the moon, to go on to Mars, 
and it can support the Space Station in 
the years ahead. 

Importantly included in this vision 
as well is the priority of reorienting 
the Space Station research. There have 
been a lot of people who have ques-
tioned what the purpose of the Space 
Station is, and the President has clear-
ly put forward in his national initia-
tive the vision of saying that we are 
going to focus the Space Station re-
search on answering a lot of these 
questions about biological sciences in 
terms of how people live and work in 
space. 

As a physician, I know a fair amount 
about this. If you look at people who 
go up to the Space Station and spend 3 
or 6 months there, when they come 
back, they frequently have problems 
standing up in the gravitational field 
of the Earth, they have problems with 
anemia, there are problems with bone 
loss, there are problems with blood 
loss, actually, something called the he-
moglobin hematocrit decline in the 
setting of a prolonged space exposure. 
So we need a better understanding of 
that if we are ever to go to Mars and if 
we are ever to go beyond Mars and if 
we are going to create a permanent 
presence in space, such as on the moon. 

Now, the President’s vision does call 
for going back to the moon and going 
on to Mars, but he lays out an initia-
tive I think in a way that calls for 
international cooperation, so that this 
would be something that is affordable. 

The most important thing that I 
want to say tonight in this dialogue 
with my colleagues here is that some 
Members of the House of Representa-
tives have criticized the budget request 
from the President as it relates to 
NASA and feel that we should not go to 
Mars, and therefore we need to reduce 
this budget request. But I just want to 
underscore the bulk of the President’s 
request is to get the shuttle flying 
again and to complete construction of 
the Space Station. 

To say we want to cut NASA now is 
to basically to say, well, we do not 

want to fly the shuttle again, and we 
do not want to complete the Space Sta-
tion construction. I do not think in any 
way there is a majority of colleagues 
here in this body who are saying that 
we do not want to do those things. 

So we need to put the resources be-
hind NASA, I think, so that they can 
move ahead with getting the shuttle 
flying again safely and getting the 
Space Station completed. We have 
international partners. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, 
reclaiming my time, if we could have a 
little colloquy, it is important to point 
out to the American people and to the 
fellow Members of Congress that the 
President’s vision which he laid out so 
eloquently and so clearly for the future 
of space exploration in this Nation is 
simply moving money largely within 
NASA’s budget, preprogramming $11 
billion within NASA’s existing, pro-
jected budget to achieve this vision. 
The vision itself only calls for an addi-
tional $1 billion over the next 5 years 
in spending above the fiscal year 2004 
budget. 

It is important to keep in perspec-
tive, as the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. WELDON) so correctly pointed out, 
that at the time of Apollo, the Nation 
committed 4 percent of our budget, 4 
percent of the Federal budget, was 
committed to the Apollo program. Yet 
today what the President is asking for 
is simply less than 1 percent of the 
Federal budget to be invested in the ex-
ploration of space and pushing the 
frontiers of science. 

Mr. CALVERT. As my friend from 
Texas understands also, this is about 
transformation. This is a time of trans-
formation in the military. It is a time 
of transformation for NASA, to become 
refocused upon their primary mission; 
and their primary mission, I think we 
all agree, is the exploration of outer 
space. This is a great opportunity for 
this country to once again get back to 
our national dream of space explo-
ration. 

As the gentleman from Florida men-
tioned, whether or not we can afford 
this, I would say we cannot afford not 
to. The type of technologies that we 
have been able to share with this coun-
try that have come out of the space 
program are irreplaceable. 

Look what we are doing with energy. 
The gentleman mentioned energy. 
Solar. We look at solar as a renewable 
resource. I cannot think of many folks 
that have done more work on solar re-
search than NASA, because of what we 
use solar for today, to help get the en-
ergy that is necessary to keep the sta-
tion going. 

The fuel cell technology really start-
ed with NASA. Hydrogen technology, 
fuel cell technology, that gives us a 
clean source of energy, some people 
really believe the next generation of 
energy that will sustain this country 
as we move away from an oil-based 
economy. 

Communications, where would we be 
without our cell phones? Sometimes I 

wonder. But it is those satellites up 
there that keep us communicating 
with one another. 

All of the types of technologies that 
come from this fantastic investment, 
and I say ‘‘investment’’ in the true 
sense, the return on this, I do not think 
of many things we do in government 
that we get a higher return than what 
we do with the money we put in this. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. If the gen-
tleman would yield on that, there is 
another interesting aspect of that, and 
I think it is really an unmeasurable re-
turn on the investment. 

One of the things I have been most 
intrigued by when I talk to teachers, 
and I have had conversations with 
teachers from all over this country on 
this issue, as many people know, we 
have a problem with not enough young 
people going into math and sciences. If 
you go to many of our colleges and uni-
versities, the bulk of the graduate stu-
dents are foreigners. 

If you talk to our teachers in our 
schools, they will tell you the thing 
that gets people most motivated to 
study math and science, young kids, 
what excites young kids in the third 
grade and the fourth grade and the 
sixth grade to really hunker down and 
study math and science, more than any 
other subject, it is the space program. 
When you take the science teaching, 
math teaching, and apply it to the 
space program, the teachers tell me it 
gets them excited. 

How do you put a price tag on that? 
How do you measure that? You are 
talking about our competitiveness. 
Where are we creating jobs? We are cre-
ating jobs in the technology arenas. 
But if we are losing ground on tech-
nology because our young people are 
not studying those fields, then that can 
affect our whole economy. And how do 
you put a dollar value on that? 

I think the gentleman is absolutely 
right, and he said it best, we cannot af-
ford not to invest in NASA. It is one of 
the wisest investments that we can 
make in this body, because it is an in-
vestment in our future. 

I would be very happy to yield to the 
majority leader. I am so pleased for the 
support the gentleman has supplied 
NASA over the years. It is great to 
have the gentleman with us. 

Mr. DELAY. Madam Speaker, I appre-
ciate the gentleman yielding, and I 
really appreciate his holding this spe-
cial order, because it is so important to 
continue this debate on the President’s 
vision, and this is a perfect way to do 
that, and I appreciate the gentleman 
from California and the gentleman 
from Texas and their comments. 

If I could just make my comments, 
for four decades the men and women of 
NASA have done the impossible. 
Whether conquering Earth’s gravity, or 
shooting the moon, or studying the 
vast expanse of space or just beyond 
our atmosphere, NASA has taken on 
every challenge put to it and suc-
ceeded. We owe them our thanks, and 
we owe them our loyalty. 
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But as valuable as the research 

NASA has conducted over the last two 
decades has been, both in its applica-
tion in space and here on Earth, the 
time has come for NASA to once again 
dare mighty things. The President’s vi-
sion asks them to do just that, to re-
turn the space shuttle to flight, to 
complete the International Space Sta-
tion, to return to the moon and ulti-
mately launch a manned mission to 
Mars. 

The President’s vision is bold, prac-
tical and consistent with America’s 
tradition of leading mankind’s journey 
into the unknown. 

Now the only way this Nation could 
in good conscience walk away from our 
historic legacy in space, from the leg-
acy of John Glenn, Allen Sheppard and 
Neil Armstrong, is if we determine that 
space exploration is no longer worth it, 
not worth America’s expense, not 
worth America’s risk, not worth Amer-
ica’s time. 

If the time had indeed come when 
mankind, and specifically the United 
States of America, had gotten out of 
space everything it could hope for, 
then I would be the first in line to de-
clare victory over the unknown and 
move on to something else. But, of 
course, nothing of the sort is true. 
America’s space program is not merely 
a choice but a mission in our national 
interests and in the interests of all na-
tions. 

Not worth the expense? Consider the 
value of the satellite technologies that 
we use to communicate which have be-
come the basis of our national defense 
of this Nation; of touch tone and cel-
lular phones; of global positioning 
technologies now employed in Iraq and 
Afghanistan to win the war on terror; 
of magnetic resonance imaging, which 
has revolutionized medicine; the auto-
matic insulin pump, which has saved 
and improved millions of lives; or the 
portable X-ray machine. 

Madam Speaker, our economy, our 
national defense and our ability to 
communicate with each other and the 
world, for that matter, would simply be 
unrecognizable to us without the ex-
pensive space travel paid for by pre-
vious generations of Americans. 

Not worth the risk? Exploration, 
mankind’s inherent curiosity and will 
to discover the truth, not worth the 
risk? Such thinking, Madam Speaker 
would have left Columbus in Spain, 
Magellan in Portugal and Lewis and 
Clark in Virginia. 

The history of mankind is not a mat-
ter of advance despite the risks, but ad-
vance, in a sense, because of them. Of 
course, space travel is risky. It is the 
most dangerous enterprise in history 
but also the greatest adventure. 

If space travel were easy, everyone 
would be doing it. We are lucky, lucky 
despite the hardships and tragedies 
that we have endured, to have been 
chosen by history and providence to 
live in a nation with the collective 
wealth and courage to meet such 
harrowing challenges, to live such an 

adventure. And no one knows this more 
than our astronauts, all of whom would 
gladly take on those challenges, and 
many more, for the opportunity to 
serve this Nation and all mankind in 
this endeavor. 

Now I concede that space travel is 
risky, but so is anything worth doing, 
and the risk involved in turning our 
backs on space far outweigh the risk of 
advancing further into it, which is why 
questions about the President’s timing 
are the least viable. We are at war, we 
are told, and facing a budget crunch. 
Come back when times are rosier, and 
then we can look at space again. 

b 1615 

But, Madam Speaker, the President’s 
assertion that the time is now for 
America to reestablish its space pro-
gram is not only correct; it is urgent. 
We are at war, just as we were when 
Neil Armstrong walked on the Moon. 

The budget is constricted; but for 4 
decades, America’s mission in space 
has been one of the surest economic in-
vestments the Federal Government has 
made. Rocketry, satellite technology, 
cellular telephony, the MRI, all of 
these were direct benefits of the space 
program, solutions to problems found 
in space. And they are just the tip of 
the iceberg of the knowledge that we 
have discovered and a subtle fore-
shadowing of what we will learn. 

There is simply no telling what new 
innovations await our Nation, our 
economy, our health care, our national 
defense, when NASA’s engineers begin 
staring down even larger problems of 
long-term space flight. What will a 
fully constructed international space 
station discover during its intensive re-
search on bioastronautics? What engi-
neering and medical miracles will be 
created to compensate for an astro-
naut’s prolonged exposure to radiation 
and microgravity? What new materials 
and devices will be forged in the devel-
opment of a new crew exploration vehi-
cle? And what applications will these 
discoveries have to our life on Earth? 

We cannot answer these questions 
without first having the courage to 
allow our scientists and engineers at 
NASA to have at them. 

The President’s vision is a bold chal-
lenge to each and every one of them, 
and to each and every one of us, to do 
it again. And when they do, Americans 
of all ages, from seniors who remember 
a time before NASA, to children who 
never saw an Apollo landing, will come 
together one night in the future, look 
up in the sky, see that tiny red dot 50 
million miles away, and know that 
somewhere up there Americans are 
doing the impossible. 

The President’s vision is a vision of 
that night. It is a vision that will ful-
fill the promise of the Mercury Seven 
and inspire the dreams of their grand-
children. 

Generations of scientists and engi-
neers were drawn into their fields by 
the awesome images and historic com-
petition of the space race. It is time to 

reignite the torch of knowledge and 
push deeper into the darkness. Thou-
sands of years to get to Kitty Hawk, 
and only 66 more to get to the Moon. 

The time has come, Madam Speaker, 
for our Nation to strap itself in for the 
next leg of that journey. We have come 
too far as a Nation and as a world to 
turn back now. Even as we fight to lib-
erate mankind from the oppression of 
tyranny and terror, we have an oppor-
tunity, and I believe a calling, to lib-
erate mankind from the ancient op-
pression of ignorance of the unknown 
that continues to hold us back. 

The answers are a long and difficult 
road away, but despite the costs, risks, 
and hardship, we can get there from 
here. Back to space, back to the Moon, 
and on to Mars. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the majority leader, who has so 
eloquently and forcefully set forth the 
benefits in so many ways to this Na-
tion of the President’s vision for outer 
space, of space exploration. Because 
the best evidence I could give in sup-
port of what the leader has just told us 
of the value of what the President has 
set forth is to quote Thomas Jefferson 
in his charge to the Lewis and Clark 
expedition. Two hundred years ago, 
President Jefferson set forth very sim-
ply to Meriwether Lewis: ‘‘The object 
of your mission is to explore the Mis-
souri River.’’ And that simple charge, 
that simple direction from the Presi-
dent of the United States to explore 
the Missouri River has led to the ex-
pansion of the United States to the Pa-
cific Ocean and the innumerable bene-
fits that flowed from that. 

Madam Speaker, I am happy to yield 
to the gentleman from California (Mr. 
CALVERT). 

Mr. CALVERT. Madam Speaker, just 
in closing, I would like to point out 
that in this very building, we were in a 
conflict between the States and the 
President at that time. Abraham Lin-
coln made a determination that the 
business of the Union would go for-
ward, and the dome of this very build-
ing was completed during the Civil 
War. The business of this Nation moves 
forward. As a matter of fact, the 
underpinnings of the great railroad 
that bound this Nation together was 
done while Abraham Lincoln was Presi-
dent of the United States while the 
Civil War was raging across this Na-
tion, but the business of the Republic 
moved forward. 

So to say that we should stop the ex-
ploration of outer space for whatever 
reason is not a good reason, and I 
thank the gentleman for holding this 
Special Order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Madam Speaker, 
as the majority leader said, the explo-
ration of space is hard; it is a difficult 
task. Pushing the frontiers of science 
forward is also. The support of NASA is 
a cause that knows no political bound-
aries. 

I am pleased to be joined by my col-
league and neighbor, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE); and I 
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am pleased to yield to her at this time 
so that she may express in her own 
words her view of the importance of 
the mission of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration’s 
mission to maintain America’s leader-
ship role in outer space. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas, and I am very glad 
that it is acknowledged that the idea of 
exploration, the idea of being a pioneer 
is not only Texan, but it is American 
and it is bipartisan. So I am delighted 
to be able to join my colleague not 
only in support, but also in raising the 
probative questions that need to be 
raised as we look at the vision that has 
been put forward in going to Mars and 
to the Moon. 

First of all, it is exciting to see the 
amount of energy that has been gen-
erated by many of our advocates and 
supporters, particularly the entities 
that are engaged in research and space 
exploration as to the kind of thinking 
that is going on, the kind of vehicle 
that would be appropriate. I believe 
that it is important to note that our 
astronauts class is still one of the most 
sought-after opportunities, educational 
opportunities. In fact, I just met 2 days 
ago the first Puerto Rican astronaut 
who will be joining us in Houston 
sometime in August. That class was re-
cently graduated, and I believe there 
are 600 or more that applied and only a 
few were able to obtain that particular 
high honor. 

So I come to the floor today to indi-
cate that the mission as evidenced by 
the administration is a bold new mis-
sion for NASA and that it only ensures 
a new life. I know that we are com-
pelled to think about the issues of the 
day, whether it is Iraq or Afghanistan, 
whether or not it is the choices we 
have to make in the appropriations and 
budgeting process; but I have con-
fidence in the American will and desire 
and in this Congress. I for one would 
hope that we would recognize that 
choices have to be made that require us 
to invest. As my good friend knows, we 
may have different opinions on tax 
cuts and other uses of our resources, 
but I hope that we will not couch this 
effort as borrowing from Peter to pay 
Paul. I hope that we will recognize that 
these goals are particularly important, 
as it provides opportunities for our 
young people in math and science, as it 
provides opportunity for reaching 
man’s limits, and as well, it provides 
opportunity for the research that has 
been helpful to us in the past. 

When I came to this Congress, we 
found it very difficult to pass the 
NASA budget, but we began to turn our 
attention to the American people. We 
began to educate and visit the schools 
and highlight the value of NASA and 
space exploration, and I like to call it 
the National Aeronautics Space Agen-
cy; but, more importantly, most of us 
know Johnson or Marshall or Kennedy, 
anyone who has had the privilege of 
seeing a launching of one of our very 

fine human space shuttles, they know 
the excitement and the exhilaration 
that comes with it, but more impor-
tantly, they know how it impacts our 
lives. We have seen a decided improve-
ment in cancer research, HIV research, 
stroke and heart disease because of our 
ability to go into space. 

We also know that man has pushed 
our own human limits, men and 
women, because of the ability to live 
on the international space station. The 
international space station has been 
one of our greatest accomplishments 
where people are actually living in 
space. So the idea of stopping off at the 
international space station and then 
going on to the Moon and Mars is 
something that is both understandable 
and achievable. 

Might I say to my good friends, how-
ever, that there are certain elements 
that we must have a bipartisan expres-
sion of, and that, of course, is the idea 
of making sure that we have the re-
sources to invest in this plan. We need 
to have the administration delineate 
for us the precise dollars that we will 
utilize; and, of course, we want to 
know, which is one of the difficulties, I 
say to my good friend from Texas, that 
we are facing is people have their advo-
cacies, whether it is basic research, 
whether it is unmanned space explo-
ration. We have to ensure that NASA 
remains whole and that again, we do 
not implode the department and take 
from them, but to foster the space ex-
ploration, so we must work together in 
a bipartisan way to ensure that. 

The other thing that we must do is 
the question of safety. I am looking 
forward to very productive hearings, 
bipartisan hearings, that will make 
sure that we have the T’s crossed and 
the I’s dotted, and that we look in a 
combined way at space safety legisla-
tion to make sure that when we send 
people into space that we can assure 
the American people that every single 
I is dotted and every T is crossed. 

I know that the commission that has 
just met in New York is going to give 
us a 10-point report. I hope that we do 
not kill the messenger, that we will 
look at this 10-point report and be able 
to go down one by one and step by step 
to ensure that it is followed. 

Let me also say that the people going 
to space are heroes. How many of us re-
member John Glenn, growing up with 
him? We do not want to tell our ages, 
but how many remember growing up 
with John Glenn? How many remember 
the challenge that President John Fitz-
gerald Kennedy gave to us: the stars in 
our eyes, the stars in the eyes of chil-
dren to come? How many of us have 
ever had the chance to meet an astro-
naut, as I have, having them come into 
my congressional district? And do my 
colleagues know that at my annual 
Christmas party, the astronauts are 
more famous and popular than Santa 
Claus? How about that? So we realize 
that they can provide an impetus of ex-
citement. 

Might I just say that I want to thank 
you and a number of Members who pro-

vided me with 320 cosponsors, as an 
aside, to honor those heroes who went 
into space on Columbia Seven. Let 
their heroism be not a sign or a state-
ment to close down the space explo-
ration; but as their family members 
have said, let it be a challenge, if you 
will, to continue it in a more safe and 
positive way. 

I look forward to us generating the 
kind of space vehicle and the kind of 
space power, if you will, of the kinds of 
humans trained to go to Mars and to 
the Moon, to do it in a unique and very 
special way. But I remind my col-
leagues that we must as well work with 
the administration on an agenda that 
will give us the kind of roadmap that 
will take us through this process. 

So I am delighted to be able to come 
not only to provide support, but to ask 
the hard questions and to make sure 
that most are aware that we are going 
to ask the hard questions of budget, of 
investment, making sure that we do 
not take from needed programs that I 
know that the gentleman supports 
along with many others, such as hous-
ing and education and health care, but 
that this investment is one that puts 
America just where it needs to be: at 
the front of the line, on the cutting- 
edge of science and research that will 
ultimately open not only the doors and 
minds of future mathematicians and 
scientists, but also it will open the 
doors to physicians and cardiologists 
and those dealing with kidney disease, 
because we will be able to do the kind 
of research there that may open the 
doors to better health for America, as 
well as a better quality of life for all 
Americans. 

I thank the distinguished gentleman 
for holding this Special Order, and I 
hope that when we see each other next, 
we will be working on a definitive 
space exploration program that all of 
our colleagues will find virtue in and 
will be able to support in a bipartisan 
manner. 

Mr. Speaker, thank you for calling this hear-
ing to discuss the future of NASA’s mission in 
space, and to understand how the President’s 
new budget fits in that picture. NASA is at a 
great turning point. Our work here today, and 
in the upcoming months, could determine if in 
a century, our kids’ kids’ kids will be exploring 
Mars, or if they will be walking through a mu-
seum, learning about how long, long ago 
Americans used to boldly explore the heav-
ens. 

I would like to join you in welcoming Dr. 
Marburger and Administrator O’Keefe. I com-
mend them for their work so far, in keeping us 
informed on the President’s new initiative for 
human-space flight. Successfully crafting the 
new mission for NASA will take unprece-
dented cooperation between the Administra-
tion, and Congress, and the private sector, 
and the American people. I thank the gentle-
men for coming today. We must keep this dia-
logue going. 

First, I would like to commend the President 
for articulating his bold new vision for NASA’s 
future. We have much work to do to ensure 
that we fine tune that plan, to make sure it fits 
our goals scientifically, meets our responsibil-
ities, and works within our means in a tough 
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economy. Unfortunately, we are in a time of 
tight budgets, due to horrible financial mis-
management by this Administration over the 
past three years. But space exploration is not 
about FY05, or even about 5-year projections. 
It is about an ongoing quest that captures 
people’s minds and hearts, drives our tech-
nology to the cutting edge, and pushes our 
economy forward. We cannot afford to aban-
don progress in space every time we fall on 
challenging times. If we allow NASA to follow 
a boom-bust cycle, it will never have a com-
mitted workforce with the expertise and experi-
ence necessary to do great things. 

So, I feel we must move forward boldly, but 
not so boldly that we allow the program to col-
lapse under its own weight. We must be safe, 
and we must be prudent in making methodical 
steps, to the moon, to Mars, and beyond. 

For example, it is exciting to think of build-
ing the next generation vehicle, and to retire 
the space shuttle. But if we are on schedule 
to decommission the shuttle in 2010, and then 
fall behind on the schedule to replace it due 
to shifting budget priorities, we could be 
caught in a very tough place. We may lose ac-
cess to the International Space Station that we 
have invested so much in. We could start los-
ing quality NASA employees to the private 
sector or to retirement, and lose their institu-
tional memory as well. That could make it very 
difficult to restart a viable program in the fu-
ture. 

Of course, I am especially interested in how 
this new mission will affect Johnson Space 
Center near my district in Houston. As the hub 
of the manned space program over the years, 
Houston has so much to offer this new mis-
sion. However, instability as old programs give 
way to new, could be detrimental to the space 
community and the city as a whole. 

And finally I am concerned about safety. 
Since the Columbia tragedy, we are all work-
ing together to re-focus on safety—improving 
the NASA safety ‘‘culture’’ as some call it. We 
still have much work to do on that. We need 
to make substantial improvement before we 
turn all of our thoughts to new things. How-
ever, space exploration is good and needed, 
and I am looking forward to a clear road map 
from the administration. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague from Texas, be-
cause support of NASA, the Jet Propul-
sion Laboratory, America’s exploration 
of space, and keeping our leadership in 
space is indeed something that we can 
work on in a bipartisan way, because 
this is truly an American and Texan 
endeavor, to be at the frontiers of ex-
ploration. 

My colleague is right about the popu-
larity and importance of NASA’s explo-
ration to the average American. The 
NASA Web site, in fact, has had more 
hits on it than any Web site in history 
in a shorter period of time. NASA is 
now at over 10 billion hits on their Web 
site, in large part due to the spectac-
ular success of the Mars exploration 
Rover program and the scientists at 
NASA. JPL, Steve Squires, all deserve 
our thanks and our sincere congratula-
tions for their magnificent achieve-
ment in pulling together this extraor-
dinary complicated mission of landing 
two rovers in completely separate 
parts of Mars to bring that program to-

gether in such a short period of time, 
to have it achieve such spectacular 
success so flawlessly. They deserve our 
congratulations and our admiration for 
what they have achieved. They are in-
deed a great inspiration to the Nation, 
to young people here in America and 
all over the world who recognize the 
value of not only exploring space, but 
pushing the frontiers of science. 
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As the majority leader so eloquently 
said and as my colleague from Texas 
(Ms. JACKSON-LEE) has pointed out, 
there are so many different tech-
nologies that have spun off from NASA 
that are important. 

It occurred to me as I was listening 
to the majority leader’s very eloquent 
remarks, and my colleague, my neigh-
bor just to the east, the gentlewoman 
from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) pointing 
out NASA’s many successes, I am re-
minded of a book we were just reading, 
my wife and I, to our daughter, Caro-
line Virginia, who is fascinated with 
Harry Houdini, the magician. We were 
reading a book to Caroline about Hou-
dini, and it pointed out Houdini had a 
hard time succeeding when he began as 
a magician until someone pointed out 
to him that he was making it look too 
easy. He was so good at what he did 
that he made it look easy. The audi-
ence could not really appreciate how 
difficult it was, what he was doing. 
Houdini took that to heart and began 
to make his act look more difficult. 

I do not want NASA to make it look 
more difficult, but I think NASA’s 
great success at making it look easy at 
overcoming the spectacular hurdles 
that confront them has been in part 
perhaps one of the reasons that people 
take NASA’s work for granted. 

I would be happy to yield to my col-
league. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, my colleague makes a very 
good point. I wanted to say that is why 
those of us on the Committee on 
Science, and certainly he has been 
working with us, and we have worked 
with the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
LAMPSON), the ranking member on the 
Subcommittee on Space and Aero-
nautics, and before him, of course, the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. HALL), but 
there are a number of Texans who have 
been engaged, the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. BELL), on that committee 
and have had special advocacies. But 
what we have said is that, in addition 
to what you have been able to an-
nounce for us, is that NASA also has 
taken a hard look at safety. 

I think it is important to say to the 
American people that we are not reck-
less in suggesting that we go to Mars 
or the moon. We know that we will 
bring about great research and great 
opportunities, but we also realize that 
it is important, our obligation as the 
United States Congress, to ensure that 
this is a safe process. 

And might I just also say that we are 
fortunate that presidents, starting, of 

course, with John F. Kennedy and then 
Lyndon Baines Johnson, have been sup-
portive of the effort in space. We are 
very lucky that it has been an Amer-
ican issue. And that carried forth with 
William Jefferson Clinton and other 
previous presidents. But, because of 
that, I hope that this Congress takes 
seriously the idea that we cannot shut 
it down. We must continue it, looking 
to make it better, but we must con-
tinue it because it is something that 
belongs to all of America. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, cer-
tainly no better, if I may, no better ex-
pression of the importance of the mis-
sion of NASA and maintaining Amer-
ica’s leadership role in space, what bet-
ter expression of that than to have my 
colleague and me here, the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE) 
and the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
CULBERSON) in complete agreement on 
that. 

I would challenge any Member of the 
House to show someone with a stronger 
fiscally conservative record than I, 
looking carefully at the dollars we al-
ways together, my colleague and I, 
have been there to support NASA, as 
has the majority leader, who is also 
our neighbor from Houston. There are 
no political parties, there are no polit-
ical divisions, I think, between us in 
helping NASA and the jet propulsion 
laboratory and the pride that we feel in 
their magnificent achievements and 
acknowledging and congratulating 
them for their spectacular success with 
the Mars Rover and recognizing in less 
than 1 month that NASA’s Casini mis-
sion will go into orbit around Saturn 
and shortly thereafter, the first of the 
year, NASA will be landing a Euro-
pean-built lander on the surface of 
Titan, the only other planet in the 
solar system, a moon of Saturn, that 
has an atmosphere as dense as that of 
the earth. 

We, both of us, in representing Hous-
ton recognize the importance of the 
Texas Medical Center and the work 
that they do with NASA in so many 
ways has saved lives. 

If I could point out something that I 
am sure my colleague is familiar with, 
the work that Dr. Michael DeBakey 
has done using space shuttle tech-
nology. The shuttle has these huge 
turbo pumps that are required to 
empty the spacecraft’s external tanks 
of more than 525,000 gallons of liquid 
hydrogen and oxygen in less than 8.5 
minutes. Dr. DeBakey got together 
with NASA, with a private team as 
well, and developed the MicroMed- 
DeBakey ventricular assist device 
using NASA’s shuttle technology to 
pump hydrogen and oxygen out of 
those fuel tanks, to miniaturize that 
into a device that has kept people alive 
so they could have heart transplants, 
that have helped people’s hearts heal 
so they could avoid a transplant. 

As Dr. Rosenbaum pointed out, the 
heart pump, the MicroMed-DeBakey 
ventricular assist device, is a perfect 
blend of NASA engineering and medi-
cine. The same laws of physics that 
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apply to building and flying a space-
craft apply to building and operating a 
heart pump. 

As Dr. DeBakey said, when you have 
got intense research going on like this, 
new knowledge is bound to flow from 
it. I know my colleague has seen that 
benefit as well. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Abso-
lutely. We are very fortunate that we 
have two giants in Texas, both Dr. Ben-
ton Cooley and Dr. DeBakey, who have 
established outstanding hospitals, but 
we know that Dr. DeBakey is the 
founder and originator of MASH, of the 
MASH unit in World War II. 

But it speaks to the idea of the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Texas that 
we are still living and learning, and the 
ability to be able to do this in space or 
do this kind of research in space gives 
us a greater opportunity to extend the 
lives of Americans and people around 
the world. 

I think it would be important now 
just to note for our colleagues that this 
mission is on a timeline that is very 
crucial. And that is, of course, 2008 the 
crew exploration vehicle which will 
carry astronauts to the moon, we are 
looking to have scheduled and to make 
its first unmanned test flight. In 2008, 
the robotic craft will start flying to 
the moon to prepare for human expedi-
tions. 

The reason why I say this is because 
I understand that you had a distin-
guished gentleman from California on 
the floor of the House. I already men-
tioned the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
LAMPSON) and his leadership, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BELL) and his 
leadership, mentioned the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. HALL). A number of 
them have been on the Subcommittee 
on Space and Aeronautics, the distin-
guished gentleman from Tennessee. 
But the reason why I mention the di-
versity of States and the distinguished 
gentleman from Florida is because this 
should not be looked upon as a sole 
purview of the great State of Texas. 
But, in fact, there will be opportunities 
for many, many people to be engaged. 

The robotic craft starts flying, as I 
said, in 2008; 2014 the crew exploration 
vehicle makes its first manned flight; 
and then 2015 to 2020 astronauts return 
to the moon. So we are gradually hav-
ing a wide-reaching impact. 

My colleague mentioned it earlier, 
but I do not know if Americans realize 
one of our greatest international rela-
tion efforts has been space. China, 
India, Israel, some of our countries in 
South America, France, and others 
have been engaged in this process; and 
we have found commonality around 
space. It is crucial. 

The other thing that I think it does 
for those of us who represent very di-
verse districts, it provides the teaching 
tools and the incentives so that not 
only your daughter is excited about 
what happens in space but that we find 
children who are in inner city schools, 
African Americans and Hispanics and 
Asians and others, that may not view 

this as an opportunity for them, people 
from rural America, people from Appa-
lachia, if you will, that have not had 
opportunities to be exposed. 

We want their children to be the next 
pool of astronauts and scientists and 
mathematicians. The only way one 
does that is you have something for 
them to do. We do not have anything 
for them to do. We cannot expect that 
they will be engaged in these dis-
ciplines, biology, chemistry, being doc-
tors like Dr. DeBakey, as my colleague 
mentioned, Dr. Cooley. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, if I 
might, ignite that spark in their heart 
to know that the United States, the 
country they are so privileged to live 
in, is a leader in the exploration of 
space, in pushing the frontiers of 
science, to light that spark in the 
heart of a young person is one of the 
greatest things that we can do. NASA 
has certainly done that. 

I am probably the most fiscally con-
servative Member of this House. My 
good friend from Houston knows how 
carefully I examine every single re-
quest to spend money that is presented 
to me as an appropriator. I am working 
diligently to balance the Federal budg-
et. I am a co-author of the Balanced 
Budget Amendment. I want to thank 
the majority leader, the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY), and the lead 
author of the amendment, the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. ISTOOK), 
for bringing the balanced budget 
amendment to the floor of this House. 

We need to pay off the national debt, 
balance the Federal budget. When it 
comes to investing in scientific re-
search and maintaining America’s 
leadership role in outer space, both of 
us, I think between the two of us we 
pretty much cover the political spec-
trum, recognize that NASA, JPL, and 
scientific research is our national in-
surance policy for the future, pros-
perity of the country, and it will ignite 
that spark in the hearts of young peo-
ple. I know my colleague has seen that 
in her district. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I would not disagree with my 
colleague at all on that and what that 
leads to. And I know that I can encour-
age my good friend, in spite of or 
alongside of his fiscal posture that he 
takes, and do know that he is very 
staunch in his review, as I am very 
staunch in ensuring the domestic needs 
of our Nation with respect to health 
and education and housing are as well 
invested in. 

But as we look at space it would be 
important for our colleagues to know 
that as we fund this effort it sort of 
generates or springs forth opportuni-
ties in education, investing in math 
and science for our young people so 
that we can create the kinds of re-
search experts that will be part of this 
program that my good friend is talking 
about. 

So there are benefits beyond just a 
few going into space. It generates a 
whole industry, a whole chemistry be-

tween industry and between the gov-
ernment in creating jobs that will pro-
vide for a very strong core of people 
who understand the very technical as-
pects, the very sophisticated aspects of 
science and math and chemistry and 
physics which are so very important. 

We never want to lose the cutting 
edge of being at the very top of having 
that kind of discipline and expertise in 
our Nation. We never want to be a Na-
tion that does not produce something, 
does not manufacture something, is 
not brilliant enough to create new 
science. That is what NASA provides, 
that opportunity. 

I would only say, in your wisdom of 
your own political stand on being fis-
cally responsible, I would also charge 
you as being a man that has a great un-
derstanding that America has to invest 
in order to have returns. So we have to 
make choices. Hopefully, the choice of 
NASA and space exploration does not 
eliminate our opportunities to invest 
our education and health and other re-
sources. 

So I thank the distinguished gen-
tleman again for bringing us all to-
gether. I think it is extremely impor-
tant that our colleagues know that we 
do not stand here only as Texans, that 
my colleague had Floridians and he 
had Californians and maybe some oth-
ers that were here before me and there 
are people from Tennessee and individ-
uals from New York, our chairman, and 
so we have people from all over that I 
hope will rally around the idea of space 
being valuable and having us be at the 
cutting edge of this very valuable pro-
gram. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague from Texas and 
look forward to working with her to 
ensure that NASA gets the support it 
needs, that the President’s vision that 
he has laid out so clearly and so elo-
quently for the future of NASA and for 
the future of scientific research in this 
country, that we give the President’s 
vision the support that it deserves. 

As the majority leader so eloquently 
pointed out earlier, the exploration of 
space is indeed a difficult task; and it 
will require the efforts of every Mem-
ber of this Congress working together 
from every part of the political spec-
trum. 

I am so pleased to have the majority 
leader’s leadership on this effort, to 
have the full support of the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. DELAY) there, here in 
the House of Representatives. He un-
derstands the importance of scientific 
research, the importance of NASA, the 
Johnson Space Center now being lo-
cated, of course, in Houston. 

The unity that has been shown here 
on this floor, between my colleague, 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE), and myself and the ma-
jority leader in supporting NASA I 
think speaks volumes of the kind of 
support that I think we will see from 
this Congress when the time comes to 
get behind NASA. 

Every American out there needs to, I 
think, express themselves to their 
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elected officials, to their Members of 
Congress, just as they have done in all 
the hits they have made on the NASA 
Web site. 

I would conclude by pointing out 
that we will continue to be here on a 
regular basis pointing out the benefits 
of NASA’s work over the years, the im-
portance of the President’s vision, sup-
porting what he has laid out for NASA, 
for the jet propulsion laboratory. 

b 1645 

I would also like to conclude by 
quoting my hero, Thomas Jefferson, 
who pointed out perhaps the greatest 
benefit of our investment in science. 
Mr. Jefferson was fond of saying, and it 
is so very true, that the first-born child 
of science is always freedom. 

With that, I close, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today in 

strong support of the Vision for Space Explo-
ration. Since 1969, America has led the world 
into space and it is time to renew that vision. 
Our ventures into space not only keep Amer-
ica at the forefront of exploration and innova-
tion, but they also are vital to our economy 
and our national security. This new National 
Vision sets America on a course toward the 
Moon and Mars, and we should embrace this 
dream and work to make it a reality. 

In my mind, the first step of this new journey 
back to the Moon, Mars, and beyond, is to re-
turn the space shuttle to flight. I say this for 
several important reasons. First, our country 
made a commitment to our international part-
ners that we would complete the construction 
of the International Space Station. Only the 
space shuttle is capable of completing this all- 
important task. Second, as the preeminent 
leader in human space flight, we cannot afford 
to sit idle and let other nations reap the re-
wards of our hard work, research, and sac-
rifice. We know that the People’s Republic of 
China has developed a human space flight 
program that encompasses everything from 
low earth orbit to exploring the Moon and 
Mars. To let our space shuttle fleet, the most 
sophisticated and advanced space craft the 
world has ever seen, sit idle while other na-
tions pass us by would be counter-productive 
to our space program. We must, however tem-
per this thrust to Mars with economic realism. 
While people are more interested today in 
being able to make a trip to the grocery store 
than go to Mars—we agree that this is the 
time to initiate a sensible, stepping-stone, ap-
proach to investment in planning and carrying 
out our long-term mission. 

It is, however, incumbent on us to do all we 
can to return astronauts to space safely. Last 
year’s Columbia disaster underscored the sad 
reality that we have not done enough to en-
sure crew safety. I authored an amendment 
that was included in last year’s NASA funding 
bill that calls for $15 million to be used to so-
licit the best concepts from the aerospace in-
dustry and elsewhere to improve shuttle crew 
survivability. It is critical that the Space Shuttle 
Program continue to improve survivability for 
its remaining service life—including making 
modifications for the crew, such as cabin ther-
mal/structural hardening, improved flight suits, 
and search and rescue capability. 

Meanwhile, as NASA develops the new 
crew exploration vehicle for human space 
flight, we need to make sure that a viable 

crew escape system for our astronauts is in-
corporated into the design of the spacecraft. I 
would suggest that if NASA can find the 
money for a multibillion-dollar probe to Jupiter, 
then it can find the funds to make crew surviv-
ability a priority. As we implement the new 
space vision, I will work to ensure that NASA 
fulfills this priority and minimizes the risks for 
our brave men and women who fly our space 
missions. Our hopes and dreams ride with 
them, and we must do all we can, at whatever 
cost is necessary, to ensure their safety. 

America’s space program continues to be 
an engine for our national economy. Explo-
ration brings jobs and technological growth to 
America. Last year, space exploration brought 
over $3.7 billion in funds to universities and 
businesses in Texas alone. Nearly every State 
in the union benefits from the development of 
technologies needed to propel our space mis-
sion. At a time when we are all concerned 
about jobs leaving the United States, sup-
porting NASA makes sense because we are 
providing good jobs for Americans. 

The money that we put into NASA grows 
exponentially when we consider the scientific 
and technological spinoffs that space explo-
ration provides. Experiments conducted on the 
space shuttle and International Space Station 
expand health research and move us toward 
cures for some of our most threatening dis-
eases. Microgravity experiments in the 1990s 
led to advances in antibiotics to fight infec-
tions. These experiments also unlocked se-
crets to protein growth that produced medi-
cines to treat patients who have suffered from 
strokes and to prepare them for open-heart 
surgery. Americans suffering from 
osteoporosis also benefit from bone-density 
experiments conducted on the International 
Space Station in microgravity environments. 
These tests accelerated the clinical trials of a 
drug that is expected to be on the market 
soon. From the development of MRI tech-
nology to microchips, the scientific partner-
ships between NASA and American univer-
sities and companies ensure our Nation’s via-
bility, increase our Nation’s competitiveness, 
and help drive our economy. 

On January 14, 2004, we were pointed to-
ward a new vision for space exploration and a 
renewed commitment to the American dream 
of reaching for new frontiers. For the first time 
in 40 years, our Nation once again has a vi-
sion. We owe it to future generations of Ameri-
cans and the men and women who have kept 
the space mission alive for four decades to 
continue to forge ahead. Congress should ap-
prove the modest 5.6-percent increase in 
NASA funds this year so that we can continue 
this journey, secure our national interest, and 
fulfill America’s destiny in space. 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support 
of our Nation’s new vision for space explo-
ration. 

I represent north Alabama, which is home to 
NASA’s Marshall Space Flight Center. Space 
exploration holds a special place in the hearts 
of my constituents. Marshall and its team de-
signed and developed the Saturn launch vehi-
cles which sent our Nation on its last inspiring 
journey to the Moon. I remember that jour-
ney—it was an exciting time for north Ala-
bama, and it was an exciting time for our Na-
tion. 

Last year, I was one of 101 House Mem-
bers who wrote a bipartisan letter to the Presi-
dent, urging him to focus NASA on an inspir-

ing mission. On January 14 of this year, we 
received a reply. 

NASA was given a bold, new path—which 
will take our Nation on a journey of exploration 
and discovery that is affordable, achievable, 
and exciting. 

The first element of the vision includes re-
turning the space shuttle to flight, and com-
pleting the International Space Station. In fact, 
the bulk of the increase in NASA’s requested 
FY05 budget is for getting the shuttle fleet off 
the ground, and continued ISS construction. 
The ISS will be used to learn how to extend 
human presence in the hostile environment of 
space. 

The vision includes implementing a sus-
tained human and robotic program to explore 
the solar system and beyond. Not one or the 
other, but both human and robotic exploration, 
using the strengths of each to expand their 
frontiers of our knowledge. 

The vision includes a goal of returning hu-
mans to the Moon by year 2020, and using 
this as a stepping stone for human exploration 
of Mars and other destinations. 

Along the way, this journey of exploration 
will require the development of innovative 
technologies, key knowledge, and enabling in-
frastructures. This vision will further U.S. sci-
entific, security, and economic interests, and it 
also promotes international and commercial 
participation in exploration. 

Mr. Speaker, this vision is affordable to our 
nation. NASA’s requested budget includes 
modest increases for an agency that has been 
essentially level-funded, in constant dollars, for 
the past 10 years. The FY05 budget request 
for NASA represents 0.7 percent of the Fed-
eral budget, compared to 1 percent in 1994, 
and a peak of 4 percent during Apollo. Be-
tween 1993 and 2002, the Federal Govern-
ment’s discretionary spending grew in pur-
chasing power by more than 25 percent. But 
NASA’s funding profile over this same decade 
resulted in a loss in purchasing power of 13 
percent. I recognize that our Nation has many 
other worthy demands on the Federal budget 
at this time—but this is something that only a 
great nation such as ours can do. 

This vision is also achievable. The plan is 
not a race to the Moon or Mars, but a continu-
ation of the spirit of exploration that is such an 
important part of America’s heritage. And it is 
based on a spiral-development philosophy 
where you build on your accomplishments, 
learning from your successes—and your fail-
ures—along the way. We know that this ap-
proach can work—it already has, as Project 
Apollo built on the amazing achievements and 
occasional setbacks of Project Mercury and 
Project Gemini. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that there are some 
who say that NASA has not yet provided 
enough details about their exploration plan. 
They are working hard to provide us with the 
details. But we can all be assured that this 
body will have regular opportunities during the 
journey for strong congressional oversight. 

We have a bold new vision for our Nation’s 
space program laid out in front of us. This vi-
sion will help secure America’s national secu-
rity. This vision will help assure America’s eco-
nomic prosperity. And it will help strengthen 
America’s technological competitiveness. Like 
the successes of Apollo, the benefits of this vi-
sion of exploration and discovery will be felt 
over generations. 

Mr. Speaker, at the beginning of the 21st 
century, our Nation’s space program is at a 
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crossroads. I urge my colleagues to grasp this 
historic opportunity, and join me in support of 
this vision that will reinvigorate our Nation’s 
space program. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I support 
NASA’s new space exploration vision. Ameri-
cans might ask: What is that vision? It means 
we are committed to these goals— 

Return the space shuttle to flight; 
Complete the International Space Station; 
Develop the Crew Exploration Vehicle; 
Go back to the Moon; 
Go to Mars; 
Increase NASA funding by almost 6 percent. 
This new space exploration vision is a turn-

ing point for NASA. 
We know there are inherent risks that come 

with space exploration, which is the pursuit of 
new knowledge and new worlds. Skepticism 
and doubt are often linked to NASA and its 
goals. But history provides the answers to 
those concerns. 

The Mercury, Gemini and Apollo programs 
culminated in a great achievement: landing an 
astronaut on the moon. 

In the past 45 years, NASA’s explorations 
and scientific experiments have led to techno-
logical breakthroughs that have changed our 
lives. They include a heart pump implant sys-
tem that prolongs lives, smoke detectors that 
have saved thousands from death and shape 
memory metal used in eyeglasses and golf 
clubs that make them bendable. Advance-
ments have also included the unexpected, 
such as a new line of shock-absorbing athletic 
shoes. 

I believe the new space exploration vision is 
affordable and achievable. To succeed it re-
quires congressional support, leadership from 
the White House, and an unwavering belief 
that the impossible can one day become the 
possible. 

Mr. Speaker, NASA has inspired the public 
since the Mercury 7 astronauts had ‘‘the right 
stuff’’ to launch our space exploration pro-
gram. Their legacy is secure. 

Our challenge today is to honor the legacy 
and build upon it with a new vision. I believe 
we can. America still has the right stuff to 
make other giant leaps for mankind. 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TUESDAY, 
JUNE 8, 2004 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourn tomorrow, it adjourn to 
meet at 12:30 p.m. on Tuesday, June 8, 
2004, for morning hour debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FEENEY). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

30–SOMETHING DEMOCRATS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MEEK) is recognized for 60 min-
utes as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is always a pleasure to address the 
House of Representatives and also the 
American people on issues of impor-
tance. A part of our democracy is being 
able to provide information to the 

American people so that they can 
make the right decisions at the right 
time when they are given the oppor-
tunity. Also, to hopefully have an op-
portunity to speak to our colleagues 
about some of the issues that are fac-
ing this Congress and the American 
people, that they can also make the 
right decision at the right opportunity 
and at the right time. 

We have more opportunities, the 
American people do, to make major de-
cisions. They get an opportunity every 
couple of years as it relates to the 
House of Representatives, and in many 
cases every 6 years as it relates to the 
other body. But every 4 years they get 
an opportunity to vote for the leader of 
the free world, the President of the 
United States; and it is important that 
we understand exactly what is going on 
in our country, what is going on in the 
world. 

This is an hour, Mr. Speaker, that 
the minority leader, the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. PELOSI), has put 
together for our 30-something Caucus 
that we have on the Democratic side on 
the aisle. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. RYAN) is my co-chair as it relates 
to our working group. 

We have a number of members, some 
14 Members of this House, that take 
time out every week to come to the 
floor. We have an opportunity to talk 
about issues that are facing young 
Americans and also middle-aged Amer-
icans and older Americans, because 
when we start talking about education, 
we start talking about health care, we 
start talking about jobs. 

I think it is important we talk about 
Iraq. It is also important to all Ameri-
cans, but we try to make sure that we 
be able to give voice to those individ-
uals that are young parents and those 
individuals that are going into college 
and even young people that are looking 
to go to college to make sure that they 
have a great opportunity to do what 
they have to do. 

I am so glad that my good friend 
from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is here with me, 
who is just an outstanding gentleman. 
We both serve on the Committee on 
Armed Services together, and we sit 
next to each other, almost next to each 
other, but we are there on the same 
level on the bottom row. 

I thank the gentleman for being here. 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentleman very much. 
Over the past week, we had a break. 

We normally are doing our 30-some-
thing event on Tuesday nights, but we 
are here on Thursday night tonight, 
and we are going to take a little dif-
ferent twist here. Normally, we talk 
about issues that are facing young stu-
dents, young people trying to make 
their way in the workforce. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Can I just, 
when the gentleman mentioned that, 
because we need to get into what we 
are getting ready to discuss right now, 
but I know the gentleman has a couple 
of e-mails. If we can just take 5 min-
utes and talk about this voter suppres-
sion issue. 

As you know, over the last couple of 
weeks we have been getting phone calls 
and e-mails about students throughout 
the country going to supervisor of elec-
tions offices and being told that they 
cannot register to vote there. Those 
students that are now in summer 
school, students that would like to go 
into the fall and be able to have the op-
portunity to vote in the primary elec-
tions in many States and also in the 
general election. They are being told 
that they can not register to vote in 
that State because they are not a per-
manent resident. But, as you know, in 
1975 the Supreme Court said you can 
register. It is legal. 

So we got a response back from a 
number of people saying this has hap-
pened to me, and we asked them to go 
to rockthevote.com. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Rockthevote.com 
to help with voter suppression across 
the country. It will inform you about 
whatever your situation may be lo-
cally. 

I just brought a couple of these that 
I wanted to read, because we are going 
to, obviously, move to another topic. 
We received a couple of e-mails that we 
pulled out here, one from a Luther 
Lowe from the College of William and 
Mary in Williamsburg, Virginia, and 
one also from Alleyn Harned from Co-
lumbus, Ohio, who lives in Delaware. I 
am going to read a couple of para-
graphs out of the e-mail we got, be-
cause most adults will say why are 
kids not participating and being active 
in the process? There is youth voter ap-
athy. 

I just want to read these. This is Lu-
ther Lowe from William and Mary. 
‘‘Rather than sit and watch our local 
representatives make laws which are 
unfair to young people, I decided to 
participate in my local democracy. I 
applied to register to vote at Williams-
burg which required I also fill out a de-
tailed two-page questionnaire in addi-
tion to the normal form. One week 
later, I received a notification of my 
registration denial. The reasons? I was 
claimed on my parents’ income taxes. I 
drove a car owned by my mom who 
lives in Arkansas. According to the 
local registrar, I should have been vot-
ing in my parents’ hometown. The 
problem with that is I have never voted 
in my parents’ hometown. I voted for 
Al Gore from my boarding school in 
high school. I spend less than 2 months 
a year in Arkansas, so why should I be 
participating in local elections there? 
With the help of a local attorney from 
the ACLU, I fought back. It was only 
after two lawsuits that I was able to 
register on a technicality that I am a 
member of the Virginia National Guard 
and Governor Mark Warner is my pri-
mary commander in chief.’’ 

Give me a break. Here is a kid that 
wants to participate in the system, and 
he has got to hire a lawyer from the 
ACLU to get a right to vote from the 
university. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. And he is a Na-
tional Guardsman. 
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Mr. RYAN of Ohio. And he is a Na-

tional Guardsman. The kid loves his 
country, loves the State of Virginia, 
has not been in Arkansas all that 
much, and they are trying to limit his 
right to vote. 

I think that is the perfect example of 
why we are doing this, why we want to 
keep doing this, and slowly, over time, 
allow us to at least communicate to 
the young people of this country that 
sometimes it is a little bit of a fight. It 
should not be, but let them know that 
there are people here working on this 
for them. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. It is just amaz-
ing that you have to sue. I mean, it is 
amazing that you have to sue to par-
ticipate in democracy. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. It would be funny 
if it was not so sad. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. And the level 
of insight that went into the letter he 
received from an official office of say-
ing not only do we think you do not re-
side in this State but you have your 
mom’s car, and the last time you voted 
you were in another State. It is very, 
very important that Americans under-
stand that we have to fight day in and 
day out, even within the borders of our 
own country, to make sure that our 
voices are heard. And young people 
they are getting it handed to them 
right now not only by the Federal Gov-
ernment but the State has to do the 
same thing because we have cut our 
commitment to them. 

We will talk about spending money 
and spending irresponsibly. But I cut 
the gentleman off. He was about to 
head down a path that we are fully pre-
pared to talk about this afternoon. But 
I want to encourage our listeners and 
watchers to go to rockthevote.com. I 
understand we are going to do some 
things in the 30-something Caucus to 
make sure that does not continue to 
happen. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We will move on 
a little bit to the topic that we have 
been talking about a lot in the Com-
mittee on Armed Services and also 
been talking about a lot in Congress; 
and, obviously, the President of the 
United States has been talking about 
this a great deal. 

Notice the picture that I have next to 
me. The gentleman on my far right, on 
the gentleman’s far left, is President 
George Bush II. And on my near right 
here is Mr. Chalabi, who was the main 
informant, the main intelligence gath-
erer for the United States of America 
in leading to the war in Iraq. 

The reason why we are going to talk 
about this is because some people may 
be asking, what are two 30-somethings 
that primarily have been focused on 
long-term debt for the country, in-
crease in the deficit, annual deficits 
that we have in this country, student 
loans and college debt for students, 
debt for the country, debt for students, 
job access, outsourcing, we have talked 
about a lot of these issues, why are we 
going to talk about the war? 

I think, and I know the gentleman 
knows this, that there has been noth-

ing that has damaged this country fis-
cally or with our political bank ac-
count more than the latest war in Iraq. 
I was against the war, as I am for full 
disclosure for the American people, for 
a lot of reasons that we are talking 
about today. 

And I see that there are some young 
students that are up in the gallery 
now, so we actually have a live audi-
ence here. Why should they care about 
what is going on in Iraq? 
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair reminds Members not to make 
references to visitors in the gallery. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Why should we 
talk about Mr. Chalabi? Why should we 
talk about his relationship to Presi-
dent Bush? Why should we talk about 
his relationship to Vice President CHE-
NEY? 

This gentleman stood up in the gal-
lery during the State of the Union ad-
dress as a friend of the President of the 
United States; and now we see in the 
paper today, from CNN’s Inside Poli-
tics, Condoleezza Rice is now 
downplaying the relationship that this 
administration had with Mr. Chalabi. 
And she says, we had a relationship 
with Mr. Chalabi’s Iraqi National Con-
gress just like we have relationships 
with a number of Iraqi organizations 
devoted to the overthrow of Saddam 
Hussein. 

That is not true. It is not just like 
every other relationship they had, be-
cause this gentleman was sitting in 
this gallery during the President’s 
State of the Union address which, as 
we know, it is an honor to be recog-
nized here in this Chamber, whether it 
is legally or illegally acknowledged. 
But he was acknowledged as a friend of 
the administration. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Well, obvi-
ously, he has represented himself as a 
friend of the United States. But there 
is a big discussion about him giving 
away the fact that we had Iran’s secret 
codes and to be able to get intelligence 
on what they are doing inside Iran. 
Now that is major. That is major. That 
is just another investigation that is 
going on. 

But how much did we pay him a 
month? Does the gentleman remember 
that number? Was it like $365,000 a 
month? I believe that that was the 
number that they had. And if I can, I 
pulled my credit card out last time. I 
pulled it out of my wallet, and my wife 
said, do not pull that credit card out. 
And I told her I was using it as a prop. 

But with a little help from my graph-
ics people, when we start looking at 
this we are looking at really $477 bil-
lion, which is $4.7 trillion dollars in 
debt right now. And this is, of course, 
the U.S. Treasury that this money is 
coming out of. 

So not only did we pay for a double 
spy to be able to share information 
with Iran, had a relationship, a very 
close relationship and family ties to 
Iran, which I must say that day in and 
day out we are trying to do what we 

can to make sure that we play down 
the nuclear threat in the region, but 
we paid him. We paid him almost 
$400,000 to provide this information. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. $400,000 a month. 
Mr. MEEK of Florida. Almost $400,000 

a month. It is between 375 and 400. But 
when you are dealing with a $4.7 tril-
lion deficit, it seems like individuals 
that are in control of this House or the 
White House, they are not really con-
cerned, or the Pentagon. 

Now, I must say that it is important 
for us to remember that our credibility 
is at stake and American troops’ lives 
are at stake. Any time we say that 
some folks stand behind our troops, we 
stand with our troops. And I will tell 
you right now that it is important that 
this information, that is bad informa-
tion that we are getting from this gen-
tleman, and also he is turning around 
and sharing our secrets with Iran. This 
is serious business, and this is nothing 
to play around with. 

Just because we point these issues 
out, some may say, they are just being 
political. Let me tell you something. 
The lives that will be lost because of 
the information that has been shared 
with Iran and the information that we 
need to be able to fight the effort 
against terrorism, when it puts our 
troops’ lives at stake, no one stops 
them, insurgents do not stop them and 
say, hey, let me ask you a question be-
fore we explode this improvised bomb 
here. Are you a Republican, Democrat 
or Independent? 

b 1700 

Are you a male or a female or are 
you black or are you Hispanic or what 
have you? Are you partisan or Chris-
tian? Are you a Jew? They do not ask 
that question. They just carry out the 
act. 

So we have decisions that are being 
made in the Pentagon, and I must say 
we have got to get to the whole res-
ignation of the CIA Director, Mr. 
Tenet, and also what is not happening 
as it relates to Mr. Rumsfeld, who is 
kind of hard to find these days; but at 
the same time some of the bad deci-
sions are still being made at the high-
est levels of the Pentagon. Everyone 
wants to get to the bottom of things, 
but no one wants to get to the top of it. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
know the gentleman is passionate 
about this. I think your performance 
on our committee has been a pas-
sionate performance, and I think it is 
important for the young people who 
are watching it or the C–SPAN viewers 
who are watching this to understand at 
how much of a disadvantage the next 
generation is going to be because of the 
acts of today, the amount of credibility 
that we lost in the world, the amount 
of negotiating power that we have lost 
in the world; and I am going to give a 
couple of examples and tie this into 
something that we were talking about 
before a few weeks ago. 

We were talking a lot about China 
stealing our manufacturing in the 

VerDate May 21 2004 01:50 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00048 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.111 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3769 June 3, 2004 
United States of America, how we are 
losing the manufacturing base in this 
country, and the majority of these jobs 
and companies are moving to China, 
exploiting the labor and human rights 
and everything else. How does that tie 
into this? 

Because of the political capital that 
we have been expending on Iraq, we 
cannot deal with a greater threat, 
which is North Korea, which has in-
creased their nuclear arsenal by 400 
percent in the last 3 years. So because 
we are so bogged down in the Middle 
East right now, we have to ask China 
to deal with North Korea for us, and 
therefore, we cannot play tough with 
China on manufacturing. So this has 
helped us not to be able to deal with 
the erosion of the manufacturing base. 
It is the same with the oil prices. 

OPEC is now saying they are going to 
turn the spigots on. We are not sure. 
We will believe it when we see it, but 
we have to ask Saudi Arabia to help us 
with our problems in the Middle East 
and Iraq, and we cannot talk tough 
with Saudi Arabia for the gasoline 
prices. So we have put ourselves at a 
weak bargaining position with China, 
weak bargaining position with the 
Saudis to deal with the oil crisis and 
the gas crisis in this country. 

I want the American people who 
work two jobs and deal with their 
grandparents and their parents and 
people are sick and they are sending 
their kids to school, who do not have 
time to digest all of this, and I want 
them to understand that we have made 
bad political moves, and we hire Presi-
dents and hire Members of Congress to 
put us in good political positions. 

I heard many Members on the other 
side talk about Thomas Jefferson. 
Well, we bought the Louisiana terri-
tory. That was a good political posi-
tion. It put the country in a good posi-
tion. NASA put the country in a good 
position. For us to just sit here and 
watch our country be put in a weak po-
sition, a weak bargaining position, a 
weak negotiating position, all in the 
process of pulling out the credit card 
and dropping $200 billion in the Middle 
East, which now we have to stay and 
win, no one’s arguing that, we have to 
support our troops, and I know we both 
voted for the Defense authorization 
bill. So this is not pacifist. We do not 
want any war ever, and we are going to 
support the Defense spending in this 
country, the Defense appropriations. 
We both have voted for that. 

All we are saying is bad decisions 
have been made and they have been 
made because we have been taking ad-
vice from a con man who has conned 
everybody for the last 25 or 30 years in 
the world, who was found guilty of 30- 
some counts in Jordan, fraud, embez-
zlement, has been running around the 
Middle East and running around Eu-
rope over the past years. Everyone 
knew the reputation of this man; and 
he just told this administration what 
they wanted to hear, and they bought 
it hook, line and sinker; and now we 
are stuck. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
let me just say this. I saw our con man 
on ‘‘Nightline’’ with Ted Koppel, and 
he said that he wanted to come before 
the Congress and address the Congress. 
He was willing to come to a congres-
sional hearing. I am to the point that I 
will send him a ticket because I really 
want to see this one. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. We will pay for 
the bus fare. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
as you know, some of our troops se-
cured the perimeter while Iraqi police 
went in and raided his office. This is 
the man we just cut payment off to in 
the last 30 days. 

Also you mentioned outsourcing, and 
I just want, as it relates to this war 
and as it relates to the fight that we 
have tried to put on in the Committee 
on Armed Services, of making sure 
that our troops still get the things that 
they should have gotten when they 
first went in, armor, up-armoring 
Humvees, making sure that they have 
the things that they need to have so 
they do not have to write home and 
say, Mom, Honey, can you send me 
some equipment, can you send me a 
bulletproof vest. I mean, all of these 
things that the U.S. military is sup-
posed to provide but did not have on 
hand because we went at this war in 
haste. 

You mentioned something about 
outsourcing, and I want to tell you, I 
think maybe at this juncture, maybe 4 
years into the business of trying to run 
the country, that one would under-
stand past mistakes. Well, it seems 
like the White House is at it again. 

The White House announced yester-
day, led by President Bush, that they 
just gave the largest technology con-
tract for passport screening, the larg-
est contract in the history of the De-
partment of Homeland Security to a 
Bermuda company, a company that has 
turned in its U.S. passport, moved to 
Bermuda to skirt paying Federal cor-
porate taxes to be able to help this 
country run. Those jobs have also been 
encouraged and will continue to stay 
offshore of the United States of Amer-
ica to be able to provide the very jobs 
that individuals are looking for. 

I must be able to share with you that 
unless some amazing magic trick hap-
pens in the next 5 months, this Presi-
dent will be the first President in a 
very, very, very long time that has not 
gained not one net job, one-plus net job 
for U.S. citizens or individuals that are 
here in the United States of America. I 
just want to make sure that we under-
stand. The American taxpayers are 
paying $10 billion, okay, that is with a 
capital B, for the passport inspections 
to a company that has turned its own 
U.S. passports in and their bank ac-
count is offshore. 

Yes, I am a Democrat; but you know 
something, there has to be a change, 
and when I said in the opening that the 
American people have to make a deci-
sion on when they get the opportunity, 
it is up to us to make sure they have 

good information. This is not the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) 
saying, hey, what can we write to 
make it seem like we are right. This is 
straight out of the White House, and 
this was yesterday. It is not last week. 

I encourage Americans, if you can, I 
do not have any stock in Time Warner, 
but please get this Time magazine that 
I am holding here, and I encourage 
Members of the Congress to grab a 
copy of this Time magazine. 

I get Time in my office, and of 
course, the issue on obesity in Amer-
ica, I need to read that story, too, be-
cause I need to put down a few things. 
But there are a number of issues that 
we have been talking about in the 
Committee on Armed Services that I 
would like to talk about if we would 
have a public hearing for a change to 
be able to share with the American 
people about what is happening to our 
troops, what is happening for our 
troops and to be able to share with the 
rest of the world that we do care about 
the good, bad, and ugly that goes on in 
America, and we are able to address it. 

I will tell you, I will continue and 
with your voice and other folks’ voices, 
and I am so glad I was on this morning 
on the Washington Journal, on C– 
SPAN, with one of our Republican col-
leagues who concurs that we should 
have hearings about what is going on 
in Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, our base 
where we are detaining insurgents, the 
al Qaeda individuals that are providing 
us the very information that we need 
to be able to save American troops’ 
lives. I want to talk about the drug 
issue in Afghanistan that is also put-
ting American troops’ lives at risk. 

So we cannot sit here and say, well, 
let us pass another resolution sup-
porting the troops. No, we should not 
pass another resolution supporting the 
troops. The troops already know that 
we support them. We support them. 
There is no question. There is no great 
mystery in the Congress about who 
does not and who does support the 
troops. Everyone does. 

The 5-year-old kids that are walking 
around in this building, if you ask 
them do they care about our military, 
I guarantee you nine times out of 10 
and 99.9 percent, you are doggone right, 
I do. I look up to them. They are he-
roes and sheroes. They are in the com-
munity; they serve. They are Reserv-
ists that have been in Afghanistan and 
Iraq and other areas and the Horn of 
Africa where we are fighting the issue 
of terrorism. 

Let me share with you a few things 
in the Time magazine this month. This 
is very interesting. It has a picture in 
here of children that are playing in 
front of a painting of the famous pic-
ture in Abu Ghraib prison where the in-
dividual has the wires hooked up to 
him, and I think it is important for the 
Committee on Armed Services and this 
House of Representatives, to the ma-
jority, that not only we get to the bot-
tom of it, I am sick and tired of look-
ing at sergeants and privates. We are 
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going to hold them accountable. We are 
going to court-martial. We are going to 
put them in jail, but how do we get to 
the culture of how the individuals felt 
comfortable in doing this? By us ad-
dressing the issue all the way up to the 
top, okay, and it is important that we 
do that. 

I am talking about the Secretary of 
Defense, Donald Rumsfeld, who I did in 
committee thank him for his service to 
the country. He was a Member of this 
Congress, a two-term Secretary, serv-
ing his second term as Defense Sec-
retary, but there becomes a point when 
you say, you know something, maybe I 
need to allow someone else to lead at 
this point, when we gave inaccurate in-
formation about weapons of mass de-
struction; when we gave inaccurate in-
formation as it relates to what is going 
to happen after the shock-and-awe 
campaign that was misleading; when 
we gave information of the fact that we 
were ready equipment-wise to go into 
Iraq for a year and 15 months, going on 
2 years, all of our troops would have 
what they need. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, if 
the gentleman would yield, and that 
intelligence was based on information 
that they were getting from Chalabi, 
who is a known criminal. I mean, you 
are taking the country to war on intel-
ligence, none has been true yet. We re-
peatedly hear: Saddam’s ties to 9/11, 
treated as liberators, the whole list, 
use the oil revenue, whole list. All of 
that intelligence was wasted on infor-
mation that we were getting from this 
guy. That is what is frustrating to me. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
let me just share with you a bid-for by 
the Defense Department, some $360,000 
on a monthly basis. 

I tell you the reason why we will not 
have hearings here in the House, public 
hearings, about what is going on in this 
war is that no one has the right an-
swers for what has actually happened 
today. Forget about the argument of 
yesterday. Let us talk about today. 

There was a point when the Sec-
retary of Defense could not answer in a 
straight way how many U.S. troops we 
had on the ground. Mr. Secretary, well, 
we have maybe, the indicators say 
maybe, you know, the rotation. We do 
not need to hear that. The American 
people need to know more about what 
is going on with this war. 

Also, in Time magazine, I must add, 
Halliburton. So after all, now this e- 
mail appears because the cream will 
rise to the top, or the truth will, that 
Vice President DICK CHENEY did have 
something to do with the no-bid con-
tract and Halliburton. It is not the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) re-
port. Check out Time magazine, and 
here it is in black and white, an unclas-
sified letter that was sent to the high-
est levels. 

Secretary Paul Wolfowitz said, one of 
his superiors said it is fine, go ahead, 
move on it, it is being coordinated by 
the Vice President’s office. 

Let me share something with you. 
This is not small stuff. It is huge. The 

whole outing of the CIA agent. This is 
huge. We had a young lady in harm’s 
way, and in this White House some-
where she was outed, and then the 
President goes and talks to an attor-
ney. It is not a good sign. 

So I want to say that the American 
people have to really pay attention to 
what is going on. We are far beyond 
Democrat and Republican right now. 
We are far beyond that. American lives 
are at stake, and by the fact of us hav-
ing these hearings, letting not only the 
world but the American people know 
that we are going to address prisoner 
abuse and that we are not going to 
allow it to happen because, guess what, 
we are not them. We are not the terror-
ists. We are not the insurgents. We are 
not individuals that are parking cars in 
front of buildings waiting on those cars 
to explode. 
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We do not gun down innocent people. 
We are the United States of America. 
We have to uphold the history and the 
integrity that our veterans have put 
forth in foreign lands and in this coun-
try of being men and women of honor 
and integrity. For individuals in shirts 
and ties to make decisions and then 
anyone that questions their decisions 
is considered helping the terrorists or 
being on the other side is really far be-
yond anything that I can remember. So 
I think it is important that the Amer-
ican people pick up that magazine. 

Also, there is an article here talking 
about how we are in full retreat on our 
Iraq policy. But I think it is important 
that we understand that outsourcing in 
the White House is still going on, some 
of the bad decisions that are going on 
in the Pentagon, decisions that are 
being made and putting America’s 
troops’ lives at stake so that this Con-
gress has to rise up. The chairman of 
the Committee on Armed Services in 
the other body is being criticized by his 
colleagues, Republican colleagues, for 
having open hearings about what is 
happening wrong in Iraq. Something is 
fundamentally wrong with that. His 
having those hearings may help save 
American lives. 

So I think it is important we have 
this open government. No one wants to 
give away secrets, but it is important 
to share this information with the peo-
ple and the world to protect America’s 
interests. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, one 
of the things I think we need to add on 
to what my colleague just said, as we 
welcome our good friend from the great 
State of Alabama here with us, is that 
after 9/11, and we all have agreed that 
9/11 was an intelligence failure. Every-
one has agreed on that, regardless of 
party. So if you are in a position of 
power where you are about to go to war 
and you know that your intelligence 
apparatus has just failed the country 
completely, you would think that you 
would ask a million more questions. 
Not a hundred thousand, a million. And 
you would think you would be shaking 

the intelligence community left and 
right to try to get accurate informa-
tion. Instead, we were relying on a con 
man to get the information that we 
wanted to hear. 

So what I do not understand is why, 
after a major intelligence failure, you 
do not try to rectify that problem by 
having and assuring that you have 
good intelligence. Not to make a minor 
decision, but to go to war and to send 
140,000 troops to war. Why are you not 
making sure we have good intel-
ligence? 

I think that is something that maybe 
in many ways Members of Congress did 
not ask enough questions, the media 
did not ask enough questions, that we 
were not confrontational enough as to 
what the Iraqi policy was going to be. 

We have been talking here for a 
while, so I would like to yield to my 
colleague, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. DAVIS). 

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman from Ohio, and 
I am always glad to see my friends 
from Florida and Ohio with all the 
promise that you all represent for this 
institution. 

Let me just share an anecdote with 
you and then talk about that for a mo-
ment. I was in rural Alabama, in my 
home district, about close to exactly a 
year ago now. It was mid-June of 2003. 
And I had the honor of being the com-
mencement Speaker at Judson College 
in Perry County, Alabama. 

I remember a woman walked up to 
me after I had done the commencement 
speech, and she had tears in her eyes. I 
made the reasonable assumption that 
she was tearful because her child had 
graduated that day and they were tears 
of happiness. She walked up to me and 
said something that has stuck in my 
mind for the last year. 

She said, ‘‘Mr. DAVIS, I have a hus-
band who is in Iraq right now as a 
member of the Alabama National 
Guard, and our daughter did graduate 
today. My husband, her father, could 
not be here because he is serving our 
country.’’ And then she went on to say, 
and she said it brokenly, in the midst 
of her tears, she went on to say, ‘‘Every 
morning I get up and I turn my tele-
vision on CNN and I see the little 
crawler at the bottom of the screen, 
two Americans killed, three Americans 
killed.’’ And she said, ‘‘Every morning, 
when I see that, something just jumps 
up from my stomach to my throat, and 
I remember that they always notify 
the next of kin before they make a re-
lease of the names. And that gives me 
relief for a moment. But until I see 
those names, I always have the lin-
gering sense of dread.’’ 

That is what she said to me. Mind 
you, that was a year ago. That was be-
fore what has happened in April, it was 
before what has happened in May of 
this year, it was before Fallujah, it was 
before another 300 some Americans had 
lost their lives. That woman still gets 
up every morning, and I suspect if I ran 
into her tomorrow it would be the 
same conversation. 
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When you talk about Alabama, when 

you talk about one of the conservative 
States in this country, there is a myth 
in this city that people have made up 
their minds about the war. There is a 
myth in this city that people who live 
in the Alabamas of the world have 
made up their minds. Let me tell you, 
people in my State and I think people 
all around the south are searching for 
some wisdom. They are searching for 
some guidance. They want enough hu-
mility from this city and from the in-
stitutions of power in this city to rec-
ognize that we are struggling and we 
are trying to find our way. 

These are not easy questions by any 
stretch of the imagination. We know 
the basics. We know that we have a sig-
nificant investment of forces in a far-
away land and that we are losing our 
men and women. We know that we 
have made a commitment, and we 
know that we are not a country that 
shirks from commitments once we 
make them. At the same time, we 
know that there are so many uncer-
tainties. On June 30, there will be a 
transfer of power. We do not know 
what that transfer of power will beget. 

As I have told so many people who 
live in my district, there should be no 
expectation on July 1 that soldiers will 
be drawn down, that large numbers of 
soldiers will leave. We do not know 
what will happen if this new govern-
ment of 33 people is attacked or falls 
under siege in the next 6 months. We 
do not know what will happen if Iraq 
has elections and they elect a govern-
ment that is hostile to the United 
States and we are invited to leave. 
What would we do at that point? What 
are our interests at this point in Iraq? 
Or to put it more basically, under what 
circumstances will we stay and under 
what circumstances will we begin to 
think about going? 

Those are the questions that the peo-
ple that you represent in south Florida 
and the people you represent in central 
Ohio and the people I represent in west 
and central Alabama are wondering 
about today. They are searching for a 
little bit of humility and a little bit of 
guidance. 

There are two labels that get tossed 
around in this town a lot, pro-war and 
anti-war; and it strikes me that this, of 
all conflicts, this, of all foreign policy 
crises, may be a little too subtle for 
those simple terms. 

Like you two gentlemen, and almost 
all of our colleagues, I spent Monday 
attending Memorial Day events. And 
on Monday morning in Tuscaloosa, 
Alabama, I had a chance to stand as 
close as I am to you right now in prox-
imity to the widow of a gentleman who 
died in Iraq. His whole family was 
there. And something occurred to me. 
What do you say to a woman in that 
circumstance? 

She really did not want to hear from 
me about politics. She really did not 
want to hear about Bush or Rumsfeld 
or Tenet. I do not know if she wanted 
to hear anything about policy or mat-

ters of state at all. But I do know that 
she wanted a little bit of comfort, a lit-
tle bit of solace, a little bit of under-
standing. 

There are so many families like that. 
That is what they want from us. They 
want some sense that we empathize 
with their pain. 

And we do. There is not a one of us 
who sits in this institution who does 
not 100 percent support the men and 
women who are fighting there. Because 
at this point they are not fighting for 
a policy. They are fighting for survival. 
They do not pick up The New York 
Times to see if Bush is up or KERRY is 
up. They are simply trying to stay 
alive for a few more hours. And a lot of 
them, by the way, are younger than we 
are. We are three of the youngest peo-
ple in this institution. A lot of these 
people are far younger than we are. 

So the terms pro-war and anti-war, 
what do they mean? We have questions 
in this country, and what we need right 
now is a little bit of candor, and what 
we need is a little bit of direction. We 
have to get past this obsessive focus on 
personalities. 

I, like most of you this afternoon, 
watched the news reports on George 
Tenet. I do not know the outgoing CIA 
Director. I do not know if you all do or 
not, but I do not know him. This does 
not seem to me to be about George 
Tenet. It did not seem to me to be 
about Condoleeza Rice when my fellow 
Alabaman testified before the 9/11 Com-
mission. It did not seem to me to be 
about even Don Rumsfeld when we saw 
the excesses that happened at those 
prison camps. It is about something 
larger: What kind of country are we? 
What kind of values do we have? And 
how do we operate our institutions to 
reflect those values? Those are ques-
tions that are deeper and more abiding 
than anything that we are debating 
from day to day in the halls of public 
opinion and in the halls of this Con-
gress. 

So I would just say that what the 
people need from the President of the 
United States is enough humility to 
acknowledge that even the President 
does not know all the answers. 

We are close to the 60th anniversary 
of Normandy, and I do not know how 
many of my colleagues know the story 
of the letter General Eisenhower wrote. 
General Eisenhower, as he was contem-
plating sending thousands of young 
men to their fate, wrote a letter that 
was meant to address a failure, a fail-
ure that he personally might not have 
survived. And the letter said something 
to the effect that this is my responsi-
bility alone. If there is an error that 
has been made, it is my error. 

That seems like more than 60 years 
ago. It seems like light years ago, 
sometimes, in this town. Because as 
you two know very well, sometimes we 
occupy a town where ‘‘I am sorry’’ is 
the last thing people will say. ‘‘I am re-
sponsible’’ is the last thing people will 
say. Or, at best, ‘‘I take responsibility’’ 
is what you say and not what you do. 

So I think as we move deeper into 
this election year, as we contemplate 
the loss of life in Iraq, we all need to 
find some way to appeal to the better 
angels in our nature and some way to 
be true to our spirit and our values. 
And if we do that, we will find our way 
home, literally and figuratively. We 
will find our way to a policy that 
works for our country, a policy that is 
oriented in the best of our instincts. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the comments of my col-
league. 

The gentleman brought up General 
Eisenhower and spurred thoughts in 
my mind of the gentlemen of that day, 
of the Churchills and the Roosevelts 
and the Eisenhowers and the larger- 
than-life figures that participated in 
the greatest conflict. You just cannot 
help but to compare them to what the 
behavior is today. However, it just can-
not be compared. 

If we look at how Roosevelt handled 
himself and when we look at how 
Churchill not only stood up and gave 
his great Nation an enormous amount 
of confidence at a time when no one 
thought England would be able to 
stand tall, the big contrast I can recog-
nize with Churchill and President Bush 
is in the preparation that Churchill 
gave and the leadership that London 
gave their people before anything was 
happening. This is going to be a long 
struggle, but in the end it will be our 
finest hour. We are not going to sur-
render. Churchill just kept saying, we 
are not going to surrender. If you take 
it, you are going to take it by us being 
knocked senseless onto the ground, was 
one of the great Churchill quotes. The 
preparation. 

In this country, I think it was the 
exact opposite. We are going to be 
greeted as liberators. It is going to be 
great. Do not worry. It will be a drive- 
by war. We will use their oil. They are 
going to love us and hand us roses. 

Yet when you look at the monu-
mental figures of that era, who, like 
the gentleman said, kind of raised 
everybody’s eyes up and tried to put 
the institutions in line with the values 
of the country, I really did not see that 
during this. 

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. And the dif-
ference is, if the gentleman will con-
tinue to yield, Mr. Speaker, it strikes 
me that in the 1930s and the 1940s the 
leaders of the world had a fair amount 
of confidence in the people that they 
served. Winston Churchill and Franklin 
Roosevelt had a certain belief that the 
people they served were capable of ris-
ing to the occasion and that they 
would respond to candor and common 
sense. 

b 1730 

Sometimes in this television sound- 
bite era that we live in, we do not have 
enough confidence in the people of our 
country. We have a mind-set that we 
cannot tell the people in our country 
full information, and that we cannot 
let them know a commitment may be a 
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long one because they may not have 
faith. We cannot let them know the 
money is going to be three times what 
we say it is because they may not have 
faith. We cannot let them know all of 
these uncertainties because we fear 
they may not have faith. 

I have spent a fair amount of time in 
my life trying cases before juries, and I 
have won them and I have lost them; 
but I can confidently tell Members that 
every jury that I have ever appeared in 
front of I felt did the right thing in 
terms of what the facts were, whether 
it was what I advocated or not. I have 
that same kind of faith in the Amer-
ican people, that if we tell the Amer-
ican people the facts, I have confidence 
in our ability to apply those facts to 
policy and to apply our values to those 
policies; and maybe we need more of a 
sense of confidence. Maybe if the ad-
ministration had had more confidence 
in the quality of our people, we would 
have had a clearer, more accurate path 
painted on where we are going in Iraq. 

We all know from the work both of 
you do, we know there is a reason why 
certain facts were not emphasized. 
What was the old saying from the 
movie, you cannot handle the truth, a 
movie back in the 1990s, there was a 
feeling and fear that maybe the people 
just could not handle the truth. I do 
not know about other Members, but I 
think they can. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, it 
is always a pleasure hearing the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. DAVIS) and 
what the gentleman brings to the table 
as it relates to philosophy and history. 
Part of our democracy is making sure 
we level with the American people, the 
good, bad and ugly. They need to know 
because they need to be able to prepare 
themselves. 

The President recently asked Ameri-
cans to make the sacrifice that they 
made in World War II, make the sac-
rifice that they made in World War I 
and other conflicts, some of the great 
wars that have taken place; but it was 
a different approach to those wars. We 
planned; we made sure that individuals 
had equipment. We made sure that we 
had a strategy going in and coming 
out. 

There was a Senator from Missouri, a 
junior Senator during World War II. 
His name was Harry S Truman. He had 
a select committee that was dealing 
with contracting, dealing with the 
needs of World War II at that par-
ticular time; and he did what he had to 
do during a time of war. During the 
time of World War II, they had a num-
ber of hearings to make sure that the 
troops had what they needed and they 
were able to respond real-time to issues 
that were coming up during that war. 

For us to say, well, we do not have 
time to do that, we should not question 
the Pentagon about things that they 
are doing, we are muzzled as a Con-
gress. Not to clear my conscience, not 
to say this needs to be said, but when 
the annals of history are reflected 
upon, I want to make sure that those of 

us on this side of the aisle, that we did 
everything that we could to give the 
facts as we see them printed in docu-
ments. 

A Pentagon report recently released 
said 25 percent-plus lives could have 
been saved if we had the right equip-
ment at the right time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 
that sparks another thought I had 
which I think is worth noting. There 
was another principle that those lead-
ers had, and it was the principle of sac-
rifice. They had the moral authority 
and the willingness to say to this coun-
try this cause is so mighty, we have to 
sacrifice. 

Contrast that with about a year ago. 
We were here when all three of us very 
strongly felt if we were going to con-
tinue to have to pay the cost of the war 
in Iraq and have to bear that burden, 
maybe it was time to suspend the tax 
cut for just the top 1 percent of Ameri-
cans, or maybe just for people earning 
more than $1 million, and pay for the 
war and occupation with that money. 
Now that is sacrifice. It is propor-
tionate sacrifice. It is going to those 
most able to bear it instead of those 
least able to bear it, and you are say-
ing that our cause is so strong and 
righteous we are going to come to the 
American people and ask them to forgo 
something. It would have meant some-
thing a year ago if the President had 
done that. If the President had come to 
the body and said, I care so deeply 
about this cause, I am willing to aban-
don one of my own programs, I am will-
ing to walk away from this tax cut for 
people earning a million dollars a year 
or more, not because I want to, but be-
cause this is a time of sacrifice. 

That kind of inspiration I think 
would have moved this country and 
would have produced an overwhelming 
response from people on both sides of 
the aisle. But somehow we have en-
tered a zone where we talk the lan-
guage of sacrifice at Memorial Day 
events and events around the country, 
and we will talk the language again on 
the Normandy anniversary on June 6; 
we talk the language of sacrifice, but 
we run from the substance of sacrifice. 

Mr. MEEK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
just want to make sure, because I was 
on the floor last night with the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) 
and the Congressional Black Caucus, 
and I shared that I was at the World 
War II memorial with my mother and 
uncle, who is a Korean War veteran. 
They asked for all of the veterans to 
stand up. A number of them stood up. 
Those individuals that could not stand 
up, they put their hands up. I could not 
help but think ‘‘America the Beau-
tiful’’ playing in the background, 
planes flying over, what was going to 
be their reality on Tuesday, when they 
go to the VA to try to receive services, 
the reality of calling for help and hav-
ing to wait 6 months to see an eye doc-
tor. 

When we start looking at how we 
treat our veterans and how we respond 

to them, the gentleman mentioned the 
deficit, and I am going to say we had 
this credit card made up. This is the 
U.S. Treasury credit card, Republican 
Congress. That is a big number, $477 
billion. That is a lot of money. That is 
an awful lot of money. And we look at, 
hopefully, the expiration date is good 
through 11/04 so we can get a new ma-
jority in here to be able to do some-
thing truly about the deficit. I appre-
ciate the gentleman’s work on that 
committee and on the Committee on 
the Budget to talk about true fiscal re-
sponsibility. And I will say it is impor-
tant on the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, on behalf of troops and what the 
gentleman from Alabama (Mr. DAVIS) 
has just shared with us, families, we 
watch the news without even worrying 
about a family member, will their 
name scroll across the screen. Will 
they become a picture in the wall in 
the backdrop of a newscast. We have 
that privilege of not worrying, but we 
have individuals not based on the troop 
decisions, and many of the individuals 
on the ground, but the decisions that 
are made right here in Washington, 
D.C. that are endangering the lives of 
American troops. 

We are going to support them, and we 
want to make sure that they have the 
equipment that they need to have; but 
if we do not do our job here in this Con-
gress in giving voice to the voices, giv-
ing voice to that Reservist and that 
family that the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. DAVIS) talked about where 
the father could not see the graduation 
of his own daughter, but he is fighting 
for the very freedom she is celebrating 
right now. 

Do Members know why the President 
would not say, I am going to sacrifice 
one of my own programs? Because, 
guess what, he is never wrong. I am 
sorry to say it, he is never wrong. He 
never says, hey, I am wrong. The only 
thing he says, and we need to watch 
this word, and I need the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) to share some of 
the things we discussed earlier, but 
when we hear that somebody is doing a 
superb job, watch out. 

The President today said, George 
Tenet, and I must say after the Presi-
dent stood up here in the well and said 
we believe that Iraq has received the 
necessary materials they need to make 
a nuclear weapon, and then once we 
found out that was inaccurate informa-
tion, he was prepared to throw George 
Tenet under the bus, and now he said 
he has done a superb job. That sounds 
like the same thing he said about his 
Secretary of Defense. It is not a per-
sonal thing, but it is an issue of deci-
sions. Especially when you are ap-
pointed and not elected, you have to 
make the decision if the leader does 
not take the prerogative to make the 
right decision and say, you know some-
thing, thank you for your service. In an 
honorable way, we will give you a gold 
watch and we appreciate your service. 
But he is saying nothing at all. That is 
what inflames insurgence on American 
troops. 
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I will leave it at that. 
Mr. DAVIS of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, 

there is another historical point worth 
making. None of us were here, we were 
all too young, but we have all read 
about the Bay of Pigs in 1961 in Cuba. 
For some of the younger people listen-
ing that do not know what the Bay of 
Pigs was, it was a failed effort to in-
vade Cuba back in 1961. Lives were lost, 
and it was seen as a dismal policy mis-
take. John Kennedy had every reason 
politically to say this was a plan con-
ceived by the previous President. He 
had every reason to say that this was 
something my CIA director foisted on 
me, this was something I did not want 
to do, and the military pushed it down 
my throat. He could have fired a num-
ber of people. 

President Kennedy said something 
that is worth repeating. He said, ‘‘I am 
the responsible officer of the govern-
ment. Defeat is an orphan, victory has 
a thousand fathers.’’ That rings across 
the last 43 years. Defeat is always an 
orphan. It is something that happened. 
I did not do it; it happened. It is always 
something that no one wants to claim. 
Whereas victory, everyone wants to 
share in that and say, I did my part, 
you did your part. 

We come back again to the same 
place. What I think so many of our peo-
ple want is enough humility from up 
high, enough humility from the throne 
that we can conceive the possibility of 
error. 

World War II is a wonderful analogy. 
We got some things wrong in World 
War II. The greatest President of all 
time, in my opinion, Franklin Roo-
sevelt, signed the order that led to the 
internment of Japanese Americans. A 
Supreme Court that consisted of some 
of the finest jurists we have ever had 
approved that internment of Japanese 
Americans. We all know that was per-
fectly wrong now. 

If men as great as Franklin Roo-
sevelt and Robert Jackson and Hugo 
Black could be that wrong, maybe it 
should occur to us today that some of 
the individuals who sit in circles in 
power today could be wrong. Again, 
there is a lesson about humility to be 
learned there. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
was just enjoying listening to the gen-
tlemen talk. I want to clean up a cou-
ple of things that were mentioned. The 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MEEK) 
mentioned that now we want to make 
sure that our soldiers have the equip-
ment that they need, we want to make 
sure that the vehicles are up-armored 
and they have the vests and the plates 
to go into the vests and everything 
else. 

We have gotten so caught up in the 
fact that we want to get it to them, we 
forget to ask, you are telling me we 
went to war and we did not have our 
troops properly equipped? Lack of prep-
aration. 

In the Defense appropriations bill 
that we just passed out of the House, 
we reimbursed parents or whoever for 

people, parents who paid for vests for 
their kids. I mean, you have to be kid-
ding me. We had to reimburse parents 
that paid for their protective vests for 
soldiers in Iraq. 

The general that testified about the 
prison abuse said that there were a 
couple of problems, major problems. 
One, lack of training. One, lack of su-
pervision. To me, after almost 2 years 
on the Committee on Armed Services 
and a layman, civilian, lack of training 
and lack of supervision to me means we 
do not have enough troops there. If you 
are not training them properly, you do 
not have enough people to train; and if 
you are not supervising them properly, 
you do not have enough people to su-
pervise. I think that is basic common 
sense to say this group has not pre-
pared us for this war. 

One other thing I would like to say 
because some young people are prob-
ably sitting at home listening to this, 
remember as soon as President Clinton 
got in office, there were always inves-
tigations, investigating this, 
Travelgate, Nannygate, this gate and 
that gate. They were always inves-
tigating the man. Why? The House and 
the Senate were Republican. The White 
House was Democrat. We are now in a 
one-party rule system. The House is 
controlled by the Republicans, the Sen-
ate is controlled by the Republicans, 
the White House is controlled by Re-
publicans. I am not saying that they 
are always wrong, and I am not saying 
that we are always right. All I am say-
ing is when there is one-party rule, we 
cannot subpoena people out of this 
House because the gentleman from 
California (Mr. WAXMAN) from the 
Committee on Government Reform is 
not the chairman of the committee. 
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If he was the Chair of the committee, 
we could subpoena some of these people 
who wear the suits and bring them be-
fore committees in the House and have 
them sit and tell us what happened and 
why and make sure we are starting to 
hold people responsible for their ac-
tions. 

That is just what I want to say to the 
American people, is you cannot have 
one party rule the whole government. 
It is unhealthy for the institutions; it 
is unhealthy for the country. 

There is no balance right now. There 
is no one overseeing what is going on. 
We get fed a line from somebody like 
this, and no one can stand up and ques-
tion it. That is not a good way to run 
your country. This country was found-
ed on all the different aspects, the 
branches and everything else, in order 
to bring some balance to these institu-
tions we have. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
FEENEY). Members are reminded to ad-
dress their remarks to the Chair and 
not to the television audience, and to 

refer to other Members in debate only 
in the third person, by State designa-
tion. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF HON. FRANK R. 
WOLF TO ACT AS SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE TO SIGN ENROLLED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
THROUGH JUNE 8, 2004 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-

fore the House the following commu-
nication: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, June 3, 2004. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable FRANK R. 
WOLF to act as Speaker pro tempore to sign 
enrolled bills and joint resolutions through 
June 8, 2004. 

J. DENNIS HASTERT, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the appointment is ap-
proved. 

There was no objection. 
f 

THE CASE FOR A SPECIAL 
RELATIONSHIP WITH CHINA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Illi-
nois (Mr. KIRK) is recognized for 60 
minutes. 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, ‘‘China is a 
sleeping giant. Let her lie and sleep, 
for when she awakens, she will aston-
ish the world,’’ wrote Napoleon Bona-
parte. I would like to title this speech 
‘‘The Case for a Special Relationship 
With China.’’ 

Great nations almost always miss 
important changes outside their world. 
Such errors threaten their future in 
ways they never dreamed. History also 
has examples of leaders who saw chal-
lenges early and responded well. 

The leaders of Great Britain’s late 
empire entirely missed the rise of the 
United States. Britain suffered years of 
combat in World Wars I and II before 
their American allies joined the fight. 
During both wars, the British Empire 
teetered in the balance. Conversely, 
President Truman wisely perceived his 
challenge in the Soviet Union and re-
sponded well. His actions contributed 
mightily to the winning of the Cold 
War. 

In the 19th century, not everyone 
missed the rise of the United States. As 
early as 1835, Alexander de Tocqueville 
saw in the future clearly when he 
wrote, ‘‘Americans are already able to 
make their flag respected. In a few 
years, they will be able to make it 
feared.’’ 

Looking from Westminster across the 
Thames River in 1870, the British Em-
pire’s leaders did not share de 
Tocqueville’s view. It was an easy mis-
take for them to make. Queen Victoria 
presided over the largest economic 
block on Earth. In the glare of an em-
pire where the sun never set, her min-
isters largely ignored the significance 
of their American cousins. 

Well-schooled leaders of the Foreign 
and Commonwealth Office were dis-
tracted by a number of small wars at 
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the fringe of their empire, Abyssinia, 
South Africa, Egypt and Sudan, to 
name a few. In 1868, The Illustrated 
London News warned, ‘‘We can ill af-
ford a perpetual succession of little 
wars,’’ but few took notice. European 
continental leaders were equally un-
aware of the American change that was 
under way in their century. German 
Chancellor Bismarck discounted the 
United States when he wrote, ‘‘There is 
a providence that protects fools, 
drunkards, children and the United 
States of America.’’ 

After only one single Victorian gen-
eration, America’s economy grew to be 
twice the size of Britain’s. By 1900, 
many of the British Empire’s leaders 
dimly perceived the threat from Ger-
many but remained unaware of how 
their world had changed across the At-
lantic. It was hard for many leaders to 
take America seriously when Belgium’s 
Armed Forces outnumbered the U.S. 
Army. 

As a result of their ignorance, Eng-
land’s leaders entered the First World 
War without the backing of the Amer-
ican arsenal. In 3 short years, from 1914 
to 1917, they exhausted the wealth of 
the empire. Finally, America joined 
the allies of World War I, but only on 
President Wilson’s terms. It took Brit-
ish leaders two generations of conflict 
to understand how important America 
had become to them. 

Today, London’s policy towards the 
United States is rightfully called the 
‘‘special relationship.’’ Are there 
changes under way which call for 
American attention? Could the leaders 
of America’s foreign policy make a 
similar mistake? In our vision of Amer-
ica’s future, are there any countries de-
serving another special relationship? 

Our history is filled with examples of 
countries where economic growth rap-
idly turned into political and military 
power. The rise of Japan, Germany and 
even some Gulf states show that eco-
nomic expansion has an inevitable po-
litical and military impact. For the 
United States to be effective in foreign 
policy, the President needs advisers 
who see the world not just as it is but 
as it will become. When the White 
House advisers fail to outline strategic 
change, they doom our President to 
using short-term expedience to cope 
with a long-term threat. 

With a clear strategic view, the ad-
visers of President Truman served our 
country well. Writing his famous long 
telegram from the rubble of 1946 Mos-
cow, U.S. Foreign Service Officer 
George Kennan correctly outlined the 
emerging threat from the Soviet 
Union. By removing President Roo-
sevelt’s friendly ‘‘Uncle Joe’’ veneer 
from Stalin, George Kennan warned his 
President clearly about the coming 
Cold War. The Soviet Union, in his 
view, was becoming a colossus, de-
manding more than short-term Amer-
ican expedience. The struggle between 
East and West could only be won with 
a strategic plan by the West. 

Truman’s answer to the challenge of 
the Cold War was massive. He backed 

his short-term military defense of 
South Korea with a long-term set of 
new institutions: the Marshall Plan, 
the Central Intelligence Agency, the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 
the World Bank, the Strategic Air 
Command, the United Nations and the 
Voice of America, to name a few. 

After four decades of struggle, the 
East abandoned the Berlin Wall. In the 
heady days after communism’s fall, 
many felt the U.S. stood unopposed at 
the dawn of a new Pax Americana. 
Francis Fujiyama asked in the Wash-
ington Post, ‘‘is this the end of his-
tory?’’ 

History hardly ended, but the idea of 
American supremacy is now strong. 
America’s Armed Forces won stunning 
victories: 1991 in Kuwait, 1995 in Bos-
nia, 1999 in Kosovo and 2003 in Iraq. 
Who can challenge America? 

Despite our ascendency, we must ask 
the question, is there a major change 
in the world for which the U.S. should 
prepare? As Truman did in the 1940s, 
should the United States create insti-
tutions that respond to this change? 

The American view of foreign policy 
has more to do with our European past 
than our Asian present. By a two-to- 
one margin, Americans believe that 
our policy towards Europe is more im-
portant than Asia, but our trade with 
Asia surpassed Europe a generation 
ago. Today, American trade with Asia 
totals 50 percent more than our trade 
with Europe. The U.S. State Depart-
ment has just 579 full-time Americans 
stationed in Asia, compared to over 
1,300 in Europe and the countries of the 
former Soviet Union. Asian economies 
are both larger and growing faster than 
Europe. Beyond the Asian Tigers of 
South Korea, Taiwan, Hong Kong and 
Singapore, the growth rates of China 
and India clearly show that most of our 
history in the 21st century will be writ-
ten in Asia. 

One country looms large across the 
future of the United States, China. Chi-
na’s absence from the first rank of 
world powers is a historical anomaly. 
Throughout recorded history, the Chi-
nese people were responsible for many 
of the advances of modern society: 
paper, gunpowder, even spaghetti. 

Seventy years before Columbus, Chi-
na’s famous explorer, Admiral Cheng 
Ho, mapped much of the Arab world 
from a ship that was twice the size of 
the Santa Maria. But for the Emperor’s 
decision to recall the fleet, China 
would have discovered Europe, not the 
other way around. 

As recently as the 1830s, China pro-
duced one-third of the Earth’s wealth. 
Most of her advances and talent were 
squandered by corrupt governments, 
wars and a Chinese dictatorship. De-
spite a massive population and storied 
culture, China declined into socialist 
poverty. Under Mao, the Chinese people 
lost two generations of progress and 
were home to the worst famine of the 
20th century. But following Mao 
Zedong’s death, Deng Xiaoping led a 
Chinese economic reform of historic 

proportions. It is very difficult for 
many Americans today to understand 
the breadth and scope of this historic 
change. 

When we accurately look at today’s 
China, we note it produces more steel 
than the United States, consumes 
twice the grain of the United States, 
has built highways twice the length of 
Germany and France combined, grad-
uates three times the number of engi-
neers as India, and is home to over 200 
million cable TV subscribers. It re-
placed Mexico as America’s number 
two trading partner, and it replaced 
America as Japan’s number one trad-
ing partner. There are 200 cities with 
populations over 1 million, and the 
economy doubles every 8 years. We now 
estimate that its economy will be larg-
er than the United States in the next 
decade. 

China is not only growing year to 
year, it has sustained a growth rate of 
over 9 percent annually for a genera-
tion. Given the difference in price of 
many domestic goods in China, econo-
mists now debate how to measure the 
size of the Chinese economy, using a 
traditional gross domestic product or a 
more up-to-date purchasing power par-
ity to take into account the lower cost 
of Chinese domestic goods. 

Either way, the effect of China’s sus-
tained growth has profound propor-
tions. Under a GDP measurement, the 
United States economy now stands at 
$11 trillion, whereas China’s economy 
stands at only $1.5 trillion; but using 
purchasing power parities, our $11 tril-
lion economy stands next to China’s $7 
trillion economy. 

Using purchasing power measure-
ments, the International Monetary 
Fund projects China will be home to 
the world’s largest economy as early as 
2007, during the next American Presi-
dent’s administration. Koishi Ishiyama 
recently wrote that China’s rise can be 
compared to the Shock and Awe oper-
ation in Iraq. 

Foreign direct investment did not 
significantly exist in China before 1980, 
and while such investment in all other 
developing countries fell in 2002, it rose 
by 15 percent in China, netting $52 bil-
lion in new investments. 

The pace of China’s growth is also ac-
celerating. In the next 10 years, the 
City of Beijing will double its supply of 
housing. The Chinese highway system 
and the number of cable TV subscribers 
will also double in size. While this 
change is dimly seen in official Wash-
ington, it is having a profound effect 
on the Chinese people. 

China’s hosting of the 2008 Olympic 
games will be one of many upcoming 
international events in China. China 
last year became the third country on 
Earth to orbit a human in one of its 
own space vehicles. 

b 1800 

Next year, China plans to orbit a 
two-man vehicle, the Shenzhou VI, on 
its way to building its own space sta-
tion and lunar rover. 
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China’s progress can be overstated. 

Over 200 million Chinese still live on 
less than $1 a day. There is a great gap 
now opening between the poorer west-
ern provinces of China and the new- 
found wealth of China’s east coast. En-
vironmental challenges also loom, in-
cluding over 100 of China’s cities with 
air pollution exceeding the World 
Health Organization’s guidelines for 
sulfur dioxide. 

The World Bank’s World Develop-
ment Report still ranks China at num-
ber 76 out of 129 countries measured for 
personal income; and despite progress, 
the World Bank estimates that Chinese 
per capita income totals just $1,000 per 
year. 

Such low numbers, though, hide pro-
found progress. Between 1978 and 1998, 
the World Bank estimates the number 
of poor people in the world fell by 8 
million. The number of people who 
were poor outside China actually rose 
by 82 million. But the world’s total 
numbers were compensated by the pro-
found reduction in Chinese poverty. 
From 1978 to 1999, Chinese adult illit-
eracy fell from 37 percent to 17 percent, 
while infant mortality dropped from 41 
per live births in 1978 to 30 in 1999. 

Changes in China had an impact on 
Americans as well. Motorola now em-
ploys over 10,000 people in China and 
owns the country’s best-recognized 
trademark. By last year, over 1,500 U.S. 
firms invested $25 billion in China. One 
U.S. corporate executive advised the 
Congress that his top three issues in 
Washington were China, China, and 
China. 

The story of Wal-Mart shows the pro-
found change that is under way both in 
China and in the United States. Unlike 
traditional retailers such as Sears Roe-
buck or J.C. Penney, Sam Walton rec-
ognized the importance of China and 
the advantage of its lower-cost mer-
chandise. Relying heavily on Chinese 
suppliers, Wal-Mart grew to become 
America’s largest employer. Selling in 
nearly every town in America, Wal- 
Mart doubled its purchases of Chinese 
goods to $12 billion per year. And last 
year, Wal-Mart sold 10 percent of ev-
erything that China made. In many 
ways, the face of all-American Wal- 
Mart is really the face of China, Incor-
porated. 

There are many examples of how Chi-
na’s transformation influenced Amer-
ica’s private sector. Like British mer-
chant bankers who understood Amer-
ica’s rise and bankrolled the Union Pa-
cific Railroad, companies like Boeing, 
General Electric, Baker MacKenzie, 
and hundreds of other U.S. private sec-
tor interests understand what is hap-
pening and are risking a great deal to 
capitalize on the opportunities pre-
sented by the rise of China. 

But this understanding is not well 
understood by America’s government. 
Like their British Government fore-
fathers that missed America’s rise, 
there is little evidence that the Fed-
eral Government perceives or is mov-
ing to realign the world to the rise of 

China. Many European powers dis-
counted turn-of the-century America 
and its puny Armed Forces. Many 
Americans likewise dismissed the capa-
bilities of the People’s Liberation 
Army and its potential to change the 
course of Asian history. By China’s 
own plan, military modernization 
ranks fourth in their list of four mod-
ernizations. 

Following the recent victories of 
America’s Armed Forces, the raw size 
of a country’s army is no longer evi-
dence of its future prowess in battle. 
The People’s Liberation Army, num-
bering 2.4 million, still stands as the 
world’s largest; but it looks anachro-
nistic and unable to enforce the will of 
China’s leaders very far from its bor-
ders. 

A Council on Foreign Relations Task 
Force under former Secretary of De-
fense Harold Brown estimated last year 
that China was ‘‘at least 2 decades be-
hind the United States in terms of 
military technology and capability.’’ 
According to the Pentagon, Chinese 
military leaders closely studied 
NATO’s operation over Kosovo and de-
scribed it as the first ‘‘no-contact’’ 
war. 

In the post-Cold War world, Deng 
Xiaoping gave a key directive to the 
Chinese security establishment based 
on his ‘‘24-character strategy’’ and that 
was, ‘‘keep cool-headed to observe. Be 
composed to make reactions. Stand 
firmly. Hide our capabilities. Bide our 
time. Never try to take the lead, and 
be able to accomplish something.’’ 

While seeking short-term opportuni-
ties with the United States, the Pen-
tagon reported, ‘‘China’s leaders assert 
the United States seeks to maintain a 
dominant strategic position while con-
taining the growth of Chinese power, 
ultimately dividing and Westernizing 
China.’’ 

Much of China’s military budget and 
plans were influenced by scenes of con-
flict in the Balkans and Iraq played out 
on televisions tuned to the 24-hour 
news channels. After the U.S. victory 
in Kosovo, China’s leaders seriously 
considered upgrading the fourth- 
ranked priority they attach to their 
military. The army developed a new re-
sponse doctrine called the ‘‘Three At-
tack and Three Defenses,’’ focusing on 
attacking stealth aircraft, cruise mis-
siles and helicopters, while defending 
against precision strikes, electronic 
warfare, and enemy reconnaissance. 
Chinese Air Force chief of staff Lieu-
tenant General Zheng Shenxia noted 
that without adopting a preemptive 
doctrine, the chances of a PLA victory 
are limited. 

In November 2002, China overhauled 
its Politburo Standing Committee, the 
center of the Chinese Government deci-
sion-making. Every member of the po-
litburo was replaced except Hu Jintao. 
Following this shakeup, senior leaders 
reaffirmed their emphasis on economic 
growth, but did increase funding for 
military modernization. Acknowl-
edging its weakness in the face of such 

complete U.S. victories, Chinese lead-
ers tempered their sense of vulner-
ability, knowing that unlike Kosovo, 
China is a nuclear power. Its 2002 de-
fense White Paper, in contrast to its 
2000 White Paper, did not explicitly 
criticize U.S. deployments in Asia. 

The main mission of the Chinese 
military is to fight and win a conflict 
over Taiwan. In March 2002, Chinese Fi-
nance Minister Xiang Huaicheng an-
nounced a 17.5 percent increase in its 
official defense spending. While China 
reports an official defense budget of ap-
proximately $20 billion, its actual 
spending ranges to twice or three times 
that level, totaling $45 billion to $67 
billion annually. The Department of 
Defense and the Council on Foreign Re-
lations both estimate that annual 
spending in real terms could increase 
three to four-fold over the levels I just 
quoted by 2020. Most defense mod-
ernization spending occurs outside the 
public defense budget. 

Chinese military spending in this 
range roughly equals the $65 billion 
spent by Russia and dramatically ex-
ceeds the $43 billion Japanese defense 
budget or the $38 billion British mili-
tary budget. A three-fold increase in 
spending by China would put their 
military budget above all other na-
tions, except the United States. 

China’s rising military budget masks 
a structural problem in its military. 
Since large armies no longer guarantee 
success, China has cut the size of her 
armed forces from 1997 to 2000 by reduc-
ing 500,000 men, including 11 percent of 
her naval personnel, 12 percent of her 
air force personnel, and 18 percent of 
her army personnel. Sixty of 100 ma-
neuver divisions were collapsed into 
the remaining structure of 40 divisions 
and 40 brigades. The air force retired 
older aircraft, dropping from over 5,000 
aircraft at the end of the 1990s to 3,500 
now. Of the remaining aircraft, only 
150 are modern fourth-generation fight-
ers. China still regards its military as 
too ‘‘infantry-heavy’’ with an army so 
large as to ‘‘impede rapid deployment 
and equipment modernization.’’ 

By reducing the size of the armed 
forces, China provided funding dedi-
cated to military modernization. The 
air force is adding advanced SU–30MKK 
fourth-generation fighter aircraft, AA– 
12/ADDER active-radar guided air-to- 
air missiles, and a new SU–30 naval 
variant capable of carrying air- 
launched, anti-shipping cruise missiles. 
The Navy added four SOVREMENNYY- 
class guided missile destroyers and pro-
duced its own new design SONG-class 
diesel-electric submarines, the first 
with quieter skewed propellers. It took 
delivery of four quiet KILO-class die-
sel-electric submarines and has an-
other eight submarines under contract, 
all equipped with a new 3M–54E 
Novator Alpha anti-shipping cruise 
missile. Given the sum of investment 
and rapid modernization, China did 
forgo one important upgrade, and her 
navy has now shelved plans for its own 
aircraft carrier. 
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The pace of development accelerated 

for China’s army. The land forces are 
developing a light tank, an amphibious 
tank, and an amphibious-armored per-
sonnel carrier, all added to over 1,500 
type-96 main battle tanks that are al-
ready delivered. This kind of new 
equipment is now flowing to China’s re-
vamped three airborne and two marine 
brigades. 

The Ministry of Defense now empha-
sizes recruitment, retention, and more 
training for officers and key NCOs. 
Training now emphasizes small-scale 
specialized maneuvers under the new 
doctrine of fighting a limited war 
under high-tech conditions. All infan-
try divisions now have armor, up from 
only half in 1997. 

Since 1989, China has been cut off 
from most U.S. and European military 
technology. Its defense establishment 
cannot innovate as fast as it could if it 
had access to foreign equipment. Chi-
na’s leaders responded with a foreign 
policy emphasizing cooperation and 
good relations with the United States. 
Over time, such a strategy could re-
open their access to key Western tech-
nologies, even in the military field. 

The transformation of China’s new 
military power is clearest in its missile 
force. China maintains a limited force, 
including 20 nuclear missiles capable of 
hitting targets in the United States. A 
number of U.S. Government agencies 
project that this rise in the missile 
force will lift by a factor of three to 
over 60 missiles capable of striking the 
United States, using the new CSS–4 
Mod 2 ICBM. This Chinese force will be 
augmented by the brand-new solid-fuel 
DF–31 ICBM and an entirely new gen-
eration of Chinese nuclear submarines, 
the 094-class, carrying a naval variant 
of the DF–31. China is also developing 
two other classes of solid-fuel inter-
continental ballistic missiles. It is also 
developing a heavy-lift space launch 
vehicle, capable of lifting 25 tons into 
low orbit by 2007. 

These developments pale when com-
pared to China’s expanding arsenal of 
medium-range missiles all aimed at 
Taiwan. China currently has a force of 
450 such missiles and is adding 75 each 
year. Beyond large nuclear additions to 
China’s armed forces, China places a 
very high priority on information war-
fare. The PLA believes that the U.S. 
Department of Defense is too depend-
ent on networks that are vulnerable to 
attack. By attacking these systems, 
planners in China’s army believe the 
U.S. forces could be degraded ‘‘anony-
mously.’’ 

The anonymity of information at-
tacks could play a key role even now. 
The House of Representatives recently 
reported regular attempts by computer 
systems located in China to enter the 
main computer server of the House 
Committee on Armed Services. The 
Pentagon may have referred to this 
when it recently reported that China 
‘‘places unusual emphasis on a host of 
new information warfare forces instead 
of information superiority and the sys-

tem of systems approaches popular in 
the United States.’’ 

b 1815 
There have been several official ref-

erences about leveraging China’s grow-
ing presence on the Internet, including 
references to a ‘‘people’s war’’ in ‘‘net 
warfare’’, suggesting a stronger role in 
nationalist hacking. 

China also has a commitment to elec-
tronic warfare equaled only by the 
United States. Unlike many countries 
now totally dependent on U.S. leader-
ship in this exotic field, China is devel-
oping electronic jamming aircraft for 
several variants and may have several 
programs to develop escort jammers on 
transports, tactical aircraft and un-
manned aerial vehicle platforms. It has 
equipped the Su-30 with anti-radiation 
missiles that work on the same prin-
ciple of U.S. weapons that were so cru-
cial to our own victories. China’s anti- 
radiation missile, the FT–2000, is de-
scribed in their sales brochures as an 
‘‘AWACS killer.’’ The PLA is also pro-
ducing state-of-the-art technology to 
improve intercept, direction finding 
and jamming. It may also be producing 
jammers for use against America’s 
most successful weapon, the satellite- 
guided JDAM munition that so accu-
rately uses the U.S. Global Positioning 
System. 

Their efforts also include producing 
laser weapons, such as the man-port-
able ZM–87, advertised for blinding 
human vision and electro-optical sen-
sors, radio-frequency weapons and pos-
sibly a ground-based anti-satellite 
weapon. They have also invested con-
siderably in developing short- and me-
dium-range unmanned aerial vehicles, 
including an unmanned combat aerial 
vehicle. 

According to the Chinese military 
publication Junshi Wenzhai, China has 
already produced an ‘‘Assassin’s Mace’’ 
or trump card to counter U.S. superi-
ority in the Western Pacific. One arti-
cle identifies five major, quote, Assas-
sin’s Maces, unquote, including fighter 
bombers, submarines, anti-ship mis-
siles, torpedoes and mines designed to 
destroy foreign aircraft carriers. These 
systems would be backed by new re-
search by China on other technologies, 
including kinetic energy and low-ob-
servable platforms. 

This research can be accelerated by 
acquiring foreign technologies such as 
the recent activities of two Chinese 
students at universities collecting in-
formation on Terfenol-D, an invention 
of the U.S. Department of Energy’s 
Ames laboratory. 

These developments show that Chi-
na’s growing economic power may al-
ready be translating into military 
power. It is clear that most large 
American companies already perceive 
the size and importance of China. What 
is not clear is if the U.S. Government 
has made a similar intellectual leap to 
understand the new geography of the 
21st century. 

In 2002, the U.S. State Department 
conducted a major study of the needs 

of the U.S. Government in China. The 
Beyond China 2000 Action Plan cut 55 
people from permanent U.S. Govern-
ment desks in China. The State De-
partment’s Bureau of East Asian and 
Pacific Affairs noted the decision re-
flected, quote, hard-nosed decisions, 
unquote. Congress recently ordered the 
State Department to review the future 
needs of the U.S. Government in China 
by 2010. In its February report, it is dif-
ficult to see what measures the State 
Department used to justify reducing 
the size of the U.S. Government in 
China. 

In 1975, the new U.S. liaison officer in 
Beijing under Ambassador George Her-
bert Walker Bush, who later became 
president, processed 651 non-immigrant 
visas to the United States. In 2003, U.S. 
consular officers handled 320,000 such 
applications. From a handful, the num-
ber of Chinese students rose to over 
60,000 in the U.S. last year. 

Only 38 Americans registered with 
the Beijing liaison office in 1975. 
Today, over 3,600 Americans are reg-
istered in addition to over 1 million 
American tourists visiting China each 
year. The State Department admitted 
to Congress noting that staffing in the 
U.S. embassy in Beijing and the Con-
sulates General is currently inadequate 
to the growing workload. 

The workload of the U.S. Govern-
ment in China is growing for other rea-
sons. In 2001 alone, China joined the 
international coalition against ter-
rorism, the World Trade Organization, 
hosted the Asian-Pacific Economic 
Conference, and won the bidding of the 
2008 Olympic games. These issues came 
in addition to key concerns regarding 
nuclear nonproliferation, human 
rights, intellectual property, and reli-
gious freedom. 

The State Department projects that 
the number of U.S. Government agen-
cies wishing to station personnel per-
manently in China will rise from 12 
agencies to over 20 by 2010. Several 
agencies, including the Bureau of Alco-
hol, Tobacco and Firearms, developed 
but then halted plans to deploy in 
China. The United States broke new 
ground on a new embassy complex last 
February. With the new embassy, the 
State Department plans only a modest 
increase in official Americans sta-
tioned in China from 960 to 1,200. 

Plans to expand America’s eyes and 
ears in China do not depend only on the 
size of our embassy in Beijing. They 
also depend on increasing the number 
of Americans in the diplomatic service 
who can master a very difficult lan-
guage. In 2000, the State Department 
launched its China 2000 Initiative. The 
mission of the Initiative was to develop 
infrastructure to meet the projected 
physical and human needs, including 
language. This Initiative is very small, 
modestly increasing the number of Chi-
nese students in the State Department 
annually from only five to only 15. The 
Initiative also includes some advanced 
training for just five students in Bei-
jing and a mail program for lessons to 

VerDate May 21 2004 01:50 Jun 04, 2004 Jkt 029060 PO 00000 Frm 00056 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K03JN7.128 H03PT1



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H3777 June 3, 2004 
only 30 other students to maintain Chi-
nese language proficiency. 

Such efforts appear grossly inad-
equate compared to China’s central 
role in the 21st century. With the larg-
est trade surplus, the largest economy, 
the largest military budget outside the 
United States, China deserves a special 
relationship with the United States. 

In November, 2002, a task force under 
Japan’s Prime Minister Koizumi re-
leased their report designating China 
as Japan’s top foreign policy priority 
for the future. The decision makes 
sense for Japan but, given China’s 
growth, its position on the U.N. Secu-
rity Council, and the future size of its 
economy, it may make sense for the 
United States to do this as well. 

Our country has been the home of the 
world’s largest economy for 130 years, 
but that is about to change; and this 
change will be one of the most pro-
found shifts of the new century. There 
was a time early in the history of the 
United States when our national in-
come was not at the top of the inter-
national heap. Today, under our Pax 
Americana, it may be difficult for us to 
reconnect with our forefathers and 
mothers who were forced to depend 
only on diplomacy in the face of very 
long odds. 

Avidly, we retell parts of U.S. his-
tory, the Revolution, the Civil War, 
and the victories of World War I and II, 
all to stoke American pride; and these 
examples are used to confirm the supe-
riority of our own ideals. But American 
history has less-well-known examples 
of when we struggled without our tra-
ditional advantage in material and 
money. 

I put this question to the House, 
when was the last time that U.S. 
Armed Forces faced a military from a 
country whose economy was larger 
than our own? One summer day in Au-
gust, 1814, comes to mind. British sol-
diers and marines marched on in Wash-
ington in one of the last acts of the 
War of 1812. U.S. forces met them in 
what we now call the Battle of 
Bladensburg. The battle went so badly 
for the Americans that British called it 
the ‘‘Bladensburg races’’ because U.S. 
forces ran away so quickly. Britain’s 
85th Foot Regiment still displays 
eagle-flagged standards of two Amer-
ican regiments captured that day. The 
following day British forces burned the 
Capitol and Executive Mansion to the 
ground. 

History reminds us that the United 
States has not and will not always be 
the Nation on Earth with the largest 
economy. With an America of unques-
tioned commercial dominance, we can 
afford to make diplomatic mistakes. In 
a world where America holds fewer 
cards, we cannot afford miscalculation. 

We are quickly nearing a world in 
which China will play a central role in 
the diplomatic life of the United 
States. British diplomats before the 
world wars would have scoffed at the 
notion of their American cousins play-
ing a central role in world politics. Let 

us hope that the new American dip-
lomats of the 21st century understand 
how quickly the post Cold War world 
has changed. 

Our President Truman set the record 
of his time for being an unpopular 
president. In 1946, he stood at just 32 
percent in the polls. Thankfully, he 
steeled his heart and made the tough 
decisions needed to design a successful 
campaign through the Cold War 
against the Soviet Union. America and 
freedom won the Cold War without 
fighting World War III. 

When we look towards the 21st cen-
tury and China’s coming role in its his-
tory, will our leaders lay the founda-
tion for America’s diplomatic success? 
I ask that question to the House to-
night. 

And I thank Reed Bundy of my staff 
for helping me prepare these remarks. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CAPUANO (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today on account of a fam-
ily medical reason. 

Mr. BURTON of Indiana (at the re-
quest of Mr. DELAY) for today on ac-
count of a family emergency. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. BROWN of Ohio) to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous material:) 

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, for 5 

minutes, today. 
Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California, for 

5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. WYNN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. MCGOVERN, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. INSLEE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas, for 5 min-

utes, today. 
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. PAUL) to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material:) 

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, June 9. 
Mr. BEREUTER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PENCE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes, 

June 9. 
f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A bill of the Senate of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker’s 

table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: 

S. 1721. An act to amend the Indian Land 
Consolidation Act to improve provisions re-
lating to probate of trust and restricted 
land, and for other purposes, to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 
the following title: 

S.J. Res. 28. A joint resolution recognizing 
the 60th anniversary of the Allied landing at 
Normandy during World War II. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 6 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Fri-
day, June 4, 2004, at 12 p.m. 

f 

OATH OF OFFICE—MEMBERS, 
RESIDENT COMMISSIONER, AND 
DELEGATES 

The oath of office required by the 
sixth article of the Constitution of the 
United States, and as provided by sec-
tion 2 of the act of May 13, 1884 (23 
Stat. 22), to be administered to Mem-
bers, Resident Commissioner, and Dele-
gates of the House of Representatives, 
the text of which is carried in 5 U.S.C. 
3331: 

‘‘I, AB, do solemnly swear (or af-
firm) that I will support and defend 
the Constitution of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic; that I will bear true 
faith and allegiance to the same; 
that I take this obligation freely, 
without any mental reservation or 
purpose of evasion; and that I will 
well and faithfully discharge the 
duties of the office on which I am 
about to enter. So help me God.’’ 

has been subscribed to in person and 
filed in duplicate with the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives by the fol-
lowing Member of the 108th Congress, 
pursuant to the provisions of 2 U.S.C. 
25: 

STEPHANIE HERSETH, South Dakota 
At Large. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 

Neil Abercrombie, Anı́bal Acevedo-Vilá, 
Gary L. Ackerman, Robert B. Aderholt, W. 
Todd Akin, Rodney Alexander, Thomas H. 
Allen, Robert E. Andrews, Joe Baca, Spencer 
Bachus, Brian Baird, Richard H. Baker, 
Tammy Baldwin, Frank W. Ballance, Jr., 
Cass Ballenger, J. Gresham Barrett, Roscoe 
G. Bartlett, Joe Barton, Charles F. Bass, Bob 
Beauprez, Xavier Becerra, Chris Bell, Doug 
Bereuter, Shelley Berkley, Howard L. Ber-
man, Marion Berry, Judy Biggert, Michael 
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Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, Sanford D. Bishop, 
Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, Marsha Blackburn, 
Earl Blumenauer, Roy Blunt, Sherwood 
Boehlert, John A. Boehner, Henry Bonilla, 
Jo Bonner, Mary Bono, John Boozman, Mad-
eleine Z. Bordallo, Leonard L. Boswell, Rick 
Boucher, Allen Boyd, Jeb Bradley, Kevin 
Brady, Robert A. Brady, Corrine Brown, 
Henry E. Brown, Jr., Sherrod Brown, Ginny 
Brown-Waite, Michael C. Burgess, Max 
Burns, Richard Burr, Dan Burton, Steve 
Buyer, Ken Calvert, Dave Camp, Chris Can-
non, Eric Cantor, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois 
Capps, Michael E. Capuano, Benjamin L. 
Cardin, Dennis A. Cardoza, Brad Carson, 
Julia Carson, John R. Carter, Ed Case, Mi-
chael N. Castle, Steve Chabot, Ben Chandler, 
Chris Chocola, Donna M. Christensen, Wm. 
Lacy Clay, James E. Clyburn, Howard Coble, 
Tom Cole, Mac Collins, Larry Combest, John 
Conyers, Jr., Jim Cooper, Jerry F. Costello, 
Christopher Cox, Robert E. (Bud) Cramer, 
Jr., Philip M. Crane, Ander Crenshaw, Jo-
seph Crowley, Barbara Cubin, John Abney 
Culberson, Elijah E. Cummings, Randy 
‘‘Duke’’ Cunningham, Artur Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Jim Davis, Jo Ann Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Susan A. Davis, Tom Davis, Nathan 
Deal, Peter A. DeFazio, Diana DeGette, Wil-
liam D. Delahunt, Rosa L. DeLauro, Tom 
DeLay, Jim DeMint, Peter Deutsch, Lincoln 
Diaz-Balart, Mario Diaz-Balart, Norman D. 
Dicks, John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, Cal-
vin M. Dooley, John T. Doolittle, Michael F. 
Doyle, David Dreier, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Jennifer Dunn, Chet Edwards, Vernon J. 
Ehlers, Rahm Emanuel, Jo Ann Emerson, 
Eliot L. Engel, Phil English, Anna G. Eshoo, 
Bob Etheridge, Lane Evans, Terry Everett, 
Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Tom Feeney, Mike 
Ferguson, Bob Filner, Jeff Flake, Ernie 
Fletcher, Mark Foley, J. Randy Forbes, Har-
old E. Ford, Jr., Vito Fossella, Barney 
Frank, Trent Franks, Rodney P. Freling-
huysen, Martin Frost, Elton Gallegly, Scott 
Garrett, Richard A. Gephardt, Jim Gerlach, 
Jim Gibbons, Wayne T. Gilchrest, Paul E. 
Gillmor, Phil Gingrey, Charles A. Gonzalez, 
Virgil H. Goode, Jr., Bob Goodlatte, Bart 
Gordon, Porter J. Goss, Kay Granger, Sam 
Graves, Gene Green, Mark Green, James C. 
Greenwood, Raúl M. Grijalva, Luis V. 
Gutierrez, Gil Gutknecht, Ralph M. Hall, 
Jane Harman, Katherine Harris, Melissa A. 
Hart, J. Dennis Hastert, Alcee L. Hastings, 
Doc Hastings, Robin Hayes, J. D. Hayworth, 
Joel Hefley, Jeb Hensarling, Wally Herger, 
Stephanie Herseth, Baron P. Hill, Maurice D. 
Hinchey, Rubén Hinojosa, David L. Hobson, 
Joseph M. Hoeffel, Peter Hoekstra, Tim 
Holden, Rush D. Holt, Michael M. Honda, 
Darlene Hooley, John N. Hostettler, Amo 
Houghton, Steny H. Hoyer, Kenny C. 
Hulshof, Duncan Hunter, Henry J. Hyde, Jay 
Inslee, Johnny Isakson, Steve Israel, Darrell 
E. Issa, Ernest J. Istook, Jr., Jesse L. Jack-
son, Jr., Sheila Jackson-Lee, William J. 
Janklow, William J. Jefferson, William L. 
Jenkins, Christopher John, Eddie Bernice 
Johnson, Nancy L. Johnson, Sam Johnson, 
Timothy V. Johnson, Stephanie Tubbs 
Jones, Walter B. Jones, Paul E. Kanjorski, 
Marcy Kaptur, Ric Keller, Sue W. Kelly, 
Mark R. Kennedy, Patrick J. Kennedy, Dale 
E. Kildee, Carolyn C. Kilpatrick, Ron Kind, 
Peter T. King, Steve King, Jack Kingston, 
Mark Steven Kirk, Gerald D. Kleczka, John 
Kline, Joe Knollenberg, Jim Kolbe, Ray 
LaHood, Nick Lampson, James R. Langevin, 
Tom Lantos, Rick Larsen, John B. Larson, 
Tom Latham, Steven C. LaTourette, James 
A. Leach, Barbara Lee, Sander M. Levin, 
Jerry Lewis, John Lewis, Ron Lewis, John 
Linder, William O. Lipinski, Frank A. 
LoBiondo, Zoe Lofgren, Nita M. Lowey, 
Frank D. Lucas, Ken Lucas, Stephen F. 
Lynch, Denise L. Majette, Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Donald A. Manzullo, Edward J. 

Markey, Jim Marshall, Jim Matheson, Rob-
ert T. Matsui, Carolyn McCarthy, Karen 
McCarthy, Betty McCollum, Thaddeus G. 
McCotter, Jim McCrery, James P. McGov-
ern, John M. McHugh, Scott McInnis, Mike 
McIntyre, Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon, Mi-
chael R. McNulty, Martin T. Meehan, 
Kendrick B. Meek, Gregory W. Meeks, Rob-
ert Menendez, John L. Mica, Michael H. 
Michaud, Juanita Millender-McDonald, Brad 
Miller, Candice S. Miller, Gary G. Miller, 
Jeff Miller, Alan B. Mollohan, Dennis Moore, 
James P. Moran, Jerry Moran, Tim Murphy, 
John P. Murtha, Marilyn N. Musgrave, Sue 
Wilkins Myrick, Jerrold Nadler, Grace F. 
Napolitano, Richard E. Neal, George R. 
Nethercutt, Jr., Randy Neugebauer, Robert 
W. Ney, Anne M. Northup, Eleanor Holmes 
Norton, Charlie Norwood, Devin Nunes, Jim 
Nussle, James L. Oberstar, David R. Obey, 
John W. Olver, Solomon P. Ortiz, Tom 
Osborne, Doug Ose, C. L. ‘‘Butch’’ Otter, 
Major R. Owens, Michael G. Oxley, Frank 
Pallone, Jr., Bill Pascrell, Jr., Ed Pastor, 
Ron Paul, Donald M. Payne, Stevan Pearce, 
Nancy Pelosi, Mike Pence, Collin C. Peter-
son, John E. Peterson, Thomas E. Petri, 
Charles W. ‘‘Chip’’ Pickering, Joseph R. 
Pitts, Todd Russell Platts, Richard W. 
Pombo, Earl Pomeroy, Jon C. Porter, Rob 
Portman, David E. Price, Deborah Pryce, 
Adam H. Putnam, Jack Quinn, George 
Radanovich, Nick J. Rahall II, Jim Ramstad, 
Charles B. Rangel, Ralph Regula, Dennis R. 
Rehberg, Rick Renzi, Silvestre Reyes, Thom-
as M. Reynolds, Ciro D. Rodriguez, Harold 
Rogers, Mike Rogers (AL), Mike Rogers (MI), 
Dana Rohrabacher, Ileana Ros-Lehtinen, 
Mike Ross, Steven R. Rothman, Lucille Roy-
bal-Allard, Edward R. Royce, C. A. Dutch 
Ruppersberger, Bobby L. Rush, Paul Ryan, 
Timothy J. Ryan, Jim Ryun, Martin Olav 
Sabo, Linda T. Sánchez, Loretta Sanchez, 
Bernard Sanders, Max Sandlin, Jim Saxton, 
Janice D. Schakowsky, Adam B. Schiff, Ed-
ward L. Schrock, David Scott, Robert C. 
Scott, F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., José E. 
Serrano, Pete Sessions, John B. Shadegg, E. 
Clay Shaw, Jr., Christopher Shays, Brad 
Sherman, Don Sherwood, John Shimkus, Bill 
Shuster, Rob Simmons, Michael K. Simpson, 
Ike Skelton, Louise McIntosh Slaughter, 
Adam Smith, Christopher H. Smith, Lamar 
S. Smith, Nick Smith, Vic Snyder, Hilda L. 
Solis, Mark E. Souder, John M. Spratt, Jr., 
Cliff Stearns, Charles W. Stenholm, Ted 
Strickland, Bart Stupak, John Sullivan, 
John E. Sweeney, Thomas G. Tancredo, John 
S. Tanner, Ellen O. Tauscher, W. J. (Billy) 
Tauzin, Charles H. Taylor, Gene Taylor, Lee 
Terry, William M. Thomas, Bennie G. 
Thompson, Mike Thompson, Mac Thorn-
berry, Todd Tiahrt, Patrick J. Tiberi, John 
F. Tierney, Patrick J. Toomey, Edolphus 
Towns, Jim Turner, Michael R. Turner, 
Mark Udall, Tom Udall, Fred Upton, Chris 
Van Hollen, Nydia M. Velázquez, Peter J. 
Visclosky, David Vitter, Greg Walden, James 
T. Walsh, Zach Wamp, Maxine Waters, Diane 
E. Watson, Melvin L. Watt, Henry A. Wax-
man, Anthony D. Weiner, Curt Weldon, Dave 
Weldon, Jerry Weller, Robert Wexler, Ed 
Whitfield, Roger F. Wicker, Heather Wilson, 
Joe Wilson, Frank R. Wolf, Lynn C. Woolsey, 
David Wu, Albert Russell Wynn, C. W. Bill 
Young, Don Young 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

8358. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency, transmitting 
notification concerning the Department of 

Navy’s Proposed Letter(s) of Offer and Ac-
ceptance (LOA) to the Republic of Korea for 
defense articles and services (Transmittal 
No. 04-07), pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 2776(b); to 
the Committee on International Relations. 

8359. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting as 
required by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and 
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to Burma 
that was declared in Executive Order 13047 of 
May 20, 1997; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

8360. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Department of the Treasury, transmitting as 
required by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and 
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to the Devel-
opment Fund for Iraq that was declared in 
Executive Order 13303 of May 22, 2003, as ex-
panded in scope in Executive Order 13315 of 
August 28, 2003; to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

8361. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a report providing information 
on steps taken by the U.S. Government to 
bring about an end to the Arab League boy-
cott of Israel and to expand the process of 
normalization between Israel and the Arab 
League countries, as requested in Section 535 
Division D of the Foreign Operations, Export 
Financing, and Related Programs Appropria-
tions Act for Fiscal Year 2004 (Pub. L. 108– 
199); to the Committee on International Re-
lations. 

8362. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8363. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8364. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8365. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8366. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8367. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8368. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8369. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8370. A letter from the White House Liai-
son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 
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8371. A letter from the White House Liai-

son, Department of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a report pursuant to the Federal Vacan-
cies Reform Act of 1998; to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8372. A letter from the Deputy Associate 
Administrator, Office of Acquisition Policy, 
GSA, National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration, transmitting the Administra-
tion’s final rule–Federal Acquisition Regula-
tion; Procurement Program for Service-Dis-
abled Veteran-Owned Small Business Con-
cerns [FAC 2001–23; FAR Case 2004–002] (RIN: 
9000–AJ92) received May 6, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Government Reform. 

8373. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting the an-
nual report entitled, ‘‘Outer Continental 
Shelf Lease Sales: Evaluation of Bidding Re-
sults’’ for Fiscal Year 2003, pursuant to 43 
U.S.C. 1337(a)(9); to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

8374. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish & Wildlife & Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule—Endangered and Threatened Wild-
life and Plants; Extension of Amended Spe-
cial Regulations for the Preble’s Meadow 
Jumping Mouse (RIN: 1018–AJ26) received 
May 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

8375. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Final Rule To Designate 
Critical Habitat for the Santa Ana Sucker 
(Catostomus santaanae) (RIN: 1018–AT57) re-
ceived May 18, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

8376. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Fish, Wildlife and Parks, Department of 
the Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Endangered and Threatened 
Wildlife and Plants; Final Designation of 
Critical Habitat for Astragalus 
pycnostachyus var. lanisissimus (Ventura 
Marsh milk-vetch) received May 18, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

8377. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Surface Mining, Department of the Interior, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Clarification of Substituted Federal Enforce-
ment for Parts of Missouri’s Permanent Reg-
ulatory Program and Findings on the Status 
of Missouri’s Permanent Regulatory Pro-
gram; Correction — received May 19, 2004, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

8378. A letter from the Acting Director, 
Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of the 
Interior, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Withdrawal of Regulations Gov-
erning Incidental Take Permit Revocation 
(RIN: 1018–AT64) received May 20, 2004, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Resources. 

8379. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the Exclu-
sive Economic Zone Off Alaska; Skates Man-
agement in the Groundfish Fisheries of the 
Gulf of Alaska [Docket No. 031218322–4137–02; 
I.D. 111903A] (RIN: 0648–AR73) received May 
21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

8380. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Magnuson-Stevens 
Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
Provisions; Fisheries Off West Coast States 
and in the Western Pacific; Pacific Coast 

Groundfish Fishery; Annual Specifications; 
Pacific Whiting [Docket No. 031216314–4118– 
03; I.D. 112803A] (RIN: 0648–AR54) received 
May 21, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

8381. A letter from the Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Pacific Halibut Fish-
eries; Catch Sharing Plan [Docket No. 
040209049–4117–02; I.D. 012204B] (RIN: 0648– 
AR83) received May 20, 2004, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

8382. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule — Fisheries off West Coast States and in 
the Western Pacific; Pacific Coast Ground-
fish Fishery; Annual Specifications and Man-
agement Measures; Inseason Adjustments 
[Docket No. 031216314; 3314–01; I.D. 050704A] 
(RIN: 0648–AR54) received May 20, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Resources. 

8383. A letter from the Assistant Attorney 
General, Department of Justice, transmit-
ting notification that during FY 2003, no 
claim was paid from the Victims Compensa-
tion Fund established by the Witness Secu-
rity Reform Act of 1984, Pub. L. 98–473 be-
cause no claims were filed, pursuant to 18. 
U.S.C. 3525(b); to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

8384. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Construcciones 
Aeronauticas, S.A. (CASA), Model C–212 Se-
ries Airplanes [Docket No. 2002–NM–262–AD; 
Amendment 39–13561; AD 2004–07–17] (RIN: 
2120–AA64) received May 19, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

8385. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell Doug-
las Model MD–90–30 Airplanes [Docket No. 
2001–NM–226–AD; Amendment 39–13556; AD 
2004–07–12] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received May 19, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8386. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 737- 
300, -400, and -500 Series Airplanes [Docket 
No. 2002-NM-174-AD; Amendment 39–13483; 
AD 2004–04–03] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received May 
19, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8387. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model A300 
B4–600, B4–600R, C4–605R Variant F, and F4- 
600R (Collectively Called A300–600) Series 
Airplanes; and Model A310 Series Airplanes 
[Docket No. 2004–NM–57–AD; Amendment 39– 
13590; AD 2004–09–01] (RIN: 2120–AA64) re-
ceived May 19, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

8388. A letter from the Paralegal Spe-
cialist, FAA, Department of Transportation, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Airworthiness Directives; Boeing Model 747– 
400 and -400D Series Airplanes [Docket No. 
2004–NM–42–AD; Amendment 39–13593; AD 
2004–09–04] (RIN: 2120–AA64) received May 19, 
2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

8389. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a rec-
ommendation to continue in effect a waiver 
of application of subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 402 of the Trade Act of 1974 with re-
spect to Vietnam for a further 12-month pe-
riod and a determination that continuation 
of the waiver currently in effect for Vietnam 
will substantially promote the objectives of 
section 402 of the Act and the reasons for 
such a determination, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 
2432(c) and (d); (H. Doc. No. 108–191); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and ordered 
to be printed. 

8390. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion of his determination that a waiver of 
the application of subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 402 of the Trade Act of 1974 with re-
spect to Turkmenistan will substantially 
promote the objectives of section 402, pursu-
ant to 19 U.S.C. 2432(c) and (d); (H. Doc. No. 
108–189); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means and ordered to be printed. 

8391. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion of his determination that a waiver of 
the application of subsections (a) and (b) of 
section 402 of the Trade Act of 1974 with re-
spect to the Republic of Belarus will sub-
stantially promote the objectives of section 
402, pursuant to 19 U.S.C. 2432(c) and (d); (H. 
Doc. No. 108–190); to the Committee on Ways 
and Means and ordered to be printed. 

8392. A letter from the Vice Chairman, Fed-
eral Election Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s FY 2005 budget request, pursu-
ant to 2 U.S.C. 437d(d)(1); jointly to the Com-
mittees on House Administration, Appro-
priations, and Government Reform. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 4114. A bill to amend the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act to exclude non-native migratory 
bird species from the application of that Act, 
and for other purposes; with an amendment 
(Rept. 108–520). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 2909. A bill to ensure the continued 
availability of the Utah Test and Training 
Range to support the readiness and training 
needs of the Armed Forces; with an amend-
ment (Rept. 108–521). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. 
H.R. 2619. A bill to provide for the expansion 
of Kilauea Point National Wildlife Refuge; 
with an amendment (Rept. 108–522). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. POMBO: Committee on Resources. S. 
1146. An act to implement the recommenda-
tions of the Garrison Unit Tribal Advisory 
Committee by providing authorization for 
the construction of a rural health care facil-
ity on the Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, 
North Dakota (Rept. 108–523 Pt. 1). Ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. H.R. 4175. A bill to in-
crease, effective as of December 1, 2004, the 
rates of disability compensation for veterans 
with service-connected disabilities and the 
rates of dependency and indemnity com-
pensation for survivors of certain service- 
connected disabled veterans, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 108–524). 
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Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

f 

TIME LIMITATION OF REFERRED 
BILL PURSUANT TO RULE XII 

Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XII the 
following action was taken by the 
Speaker. 

H.R. 3266. Referral to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure, the Judi-
ciary, and Energy and Commerce extended 
for a period ending not later than June 14, 
2004. 

S. 1146. Referral to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce extended for a period 
ending not later than July 9, 2004. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred, as follows: 

By Mr. CASTLE (for himself, Mr. 
BOEHNER, and Mr. WILSON of South 
Carolina): 

H.R. 4496. A bill to amend the Carl D. Per-
kins Vocational and Technical Education 
Act of 1998 to strengthen and improve pro-
grams under that Act; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. HINCHEY, 
Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. OWENS, and Mr. 
SIMMONS): 

H.R. 4497. A bill to establish or expand pre-
kindergarten early learning programs; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself, Mr. JOHN, 
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode 
Island, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SMITH of 
Washington, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 4498. A bill to establish a national 
health program administered by the Office of 
Personnel Management to offer health bene-
fits plans to individuals who are not Federal 
employees, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. SAM JOHNSON of Texas (for 
himself and Mr. CARTER): 

H.R. 4499. A bill to amend the National 
Labor Relations Act to ensure that certain 
prevailing parties receive attorneys’ fees; to 
the Committee on Education and the Work-
force. 

By Mr. BOEHLERT (for himself and 
Mrs. BIGGERT): 

H.R. 4500. A bill to provide for energy re-
search and development; to the Committee 
on Science, and in addition to the Commit-
tees on Resources, and the Budget, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. UPTON (for himself, Mr. MAR-
KEY, Mr. BARTON of Texas, and Mr. 
DINGELL): 

H.R. 4501. A bill to extend the statutory li-
cense for secondary transmissions under sec-
tion 119 of title 17, United States Code, and 
to amend the Communications Act of 1934 
with respect to such transmissions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. TERRY (for himself, Mr. PAUL, 
Mr. NORWOOD, Mr. FEENEY, Mr. PE-
TERSON of Minnesota, Mrs. NORTHUP, 
Mr. JONES of North Carolina, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Minnesota, Mr. MCHUGH, 

and Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida): 

H.R. 4502. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that distribu-
tions from an individual retirement plan, a 
section 401(k) plan, or a section 403(b) con-
tract shall not be includible in gross income 
to the extent used to pay long-term care in-
surance premiums; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BARTON of Texas: 
H.R. 4503. A bill to enhance energy con-

servation and research and development, to 
provide for security and diversity in the en-
ergy supply for the American people, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce, and in addition to the Com-
mittees on Science, Ways and Means, Re-
sources, Education and the Workforce, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, Financial 
Services, Agriculture, and the Budget, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. DELAY (for himself, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. CRAMER, Ms. PRYCE of 
Ohio, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, 
Mr. CAMP, Mr. LEWIS of Kentucky, 
Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. 
CARDOZA, Mr. MURPHY, and Ms. NOR-
TON): 

H.R. 4504. A bill to improve protections for 
children and to hold States accountable for 
the orderly and timely placement of children 
across State lines, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GILLMOR: 
H.R. 4505. A bill to improve the governance 

and regulation of mutual funds under the se-
curities laws, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. HASTINGS of Florida (for him-
self, Mr. WEXLER, Mr. FOLEY, Mr. 
SHAW, and Mr. DEUTSCH): 

H.R. 4506. A bill to amend the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide assistance for areas 
that experience a disaster that results in 
major damage to or destruction of 100 homes 
or fewer; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. LOBIONDO (for himself and Mr. 
LAMPSON): 

H.R. 4507. A bill to ensure the continuation 
and improvement of coastal restoration; to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

By Mr. NUNES: 
H.R. 4508. A bill to amend the National 

Parks and Recreation Act of 1978 to require 
the Secretary to permit continued use and 
occupancy of certain privately owned cabins 
in the Mineral King Valley in the Sequoia 
National Park; to the Committee on Re-
sources. 

By Mr. REGULA (for himself, Mr. SAM 
JOHNSON of Texas, and Mr. MATSUI): 

H.R. 4509. A bill to authorize the Board of 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution to 
carry out activities in support of the collabo-
rative Very Energetic Radiation Imaging 
Telescope Array System (VERITAS) project 
on Kitt Peak near Tucson, Arizona; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself and 
Mr. WAXMAN): 

H.R. 4510. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Defense to provide to Congress copies and de-
scriptions of contracts and task orders in ex-
cess of $1,000,000 for work to be performed in 
Iraq and Afghanistan; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
LEACH, Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts, 
Mr. BACHUS, and Ms. LEE): 

H.R. 4511. A bill to provide for the cancella-
tion of debts owed to the International Mon-

etary Fund by poor countries, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

By Mr. WU: 
H.R. 4512. A bill to amend part D of title 

XVIII of the Social Security Act to authorize 
the Secretary of Health and Human Services 
to negotiate for lower prices for Medicare 
prescription drugs and to eliminate the gap 
in coverage of Medicare prescription drug 
benefits, to authorize the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to promulgate 
regulations for the reimportation of pre-
scription drugs, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. LANTOS (for himself, Mr. 
THOMAS, Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana, Mr. SNYDER, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Ms. BERKLEY, Mr. EVANS, 
Ms. MCCOLLUM, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
HOEFFEL, Mr. PENCE, Mr. CHANDLER, 
Mr. BERMAN, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. 
BROWN of Ohio, Mr. KIRK, Mr. 
WEXLER, Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. FRANK of Massa-
chusetts, Mr. PITTS, Mr. DELAHUNT, 
Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 
ENGEL, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. ANDREWS, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. ACKER-
MAN, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Ms. WATSON, 
Mr. SOUDER, Mr. TANCREDO, Mr. 
FORD, Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, and Mr. 
SMITH of New Jersey): 

H.J. Res. 97. A joint resolution approving 
the renewal of import restrictions contained 
in the Burmese Freedom and Democracy Act 
of 2003; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. KNOLLENBERG (for himself 
and Mr. SPRATT): 

H. Con. Res. 441. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the essential role of nuclear power 
in the national energy policy of the United 
States and supporting the increased use of 
nuclear power and the construction and de-
velopment of new and improved nuclear 
power generating plants; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. MCCOLLUM: 
H. Con. Res. 442. Concurrent resolution rec-

ognizing the 75th anniversary of Amtrak’s 
Empire Builder rail line; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. PAUL (for himself, Mrs. JO ANN 
DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. MANZULLO, 
and Mr. KING of Iowa): 

H. Con. Res. 443. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
United States should formally withdraw its 
membership from the United Nations Edu-
cational, Scientific, and Cultural Organiza-
tion (UNESCO); to the Committee on Inter-
national Relations. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ: 
H. Res. 661. A resolution electing a Member 

to a certain standing committee of the 
House of Representatives; considered and 
agreed to. 

By Mr. SENSENBRENNER: 
H. Res. 662. A resolution recognizing that 

Flag Day originated in Ozaukee County, Wis-
consin; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions as follows: 

H.R. 107: Mr. WYNN. 
H.R. 299: Mr. BISHOP of New York, Mrs. 

MCCARTHY of New York, and Mr. QUINN. 
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H.R. 303: Ms. VELAZQUEZ. 
H.R. 586: Mr. BROWN of Ohio. 
H.R. 677: Mr. CARDOZA. 
H.R. 814: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 839: Mrs. JO ANN DAVIS of Virginia, 

Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. OWENS, Mr. BURTON of In-
diana, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. HOEK-
STRA, Mr. MCDERMOTT, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. 
NORTON, and Mr. BROWN of South Carolina. 

H.R. 852: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 962: Mr. CHANDLER. 
H.R. 967: Ms. LINDA T. SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 976: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1083: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 1149: Ms. BORDALLO and Mr. HINCHEY. 
H.R. 1160: Mr. DEUTSCH. 
H.R. 1214: Mr. FROST and Mr. UDALL of New 

Mexico. 
H.R. 1258: Mr. FATTAH and Mrs. JONES of 

Ohio. 
H.R. 1322: Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 1336: Mr. HUNTER, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. 

FATTAH, Mr. SMITH of Texas, and Mr. 
CRAMER. 

H.R. 1355: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. KILDEE, and 
Mr. BERRY. 

H.R. 1523: Mr. CLAY and Mr. ALEXANDER. 
H.R. 1565: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 1776: Mr. ADERHOLT and Mr. 

HOSTETTLER. 
H.R. 1910: Mr. LATHAM. 
H.R. 2037: Mr. STRICKLAND. 
H.R. 2157: Mr. ROTHMAN. 
H.R. 2181: Mr. PETRI. 
H.R. 2217: Ms. SOLIS. 
H.R. 2260: Mr. UDALL of Colorado. 
H.R. 2598: Mr. SHUSTER, Mrs. MALONEY, Mr. 

WALSH, Mr. KANJORSKI, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. 
HOLT, Mr. GILLMOR, Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ- 
BALART of Florida, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. WAL-
DEN of Oregon, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island, 
and Mr. FILNER. 

H.R. 2674: Mr. HINCHEY and Mr. DAVIS of Il-
linois. 

H.R. 2683: Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
MARSHALL, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. HASTINGS of 
Florida, Mr. CRAMER, and Mrs. MALONEY. 

H.R. 2711: Mr. JOHNSON of Connecticut. 
H.R. 2949: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 2968: Mr. GORDON and Mr. FILNER. 
H.R. 3180: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 3184: Mr. WEINER. 
H.R. 3193: Mr. KENNEDY of Minnesota and 

Mr. LATOURETTE. 
H.R. 3246: Mr. BARRETT of South Carolina. 
H.R. 3266: Mr. STENHOLM and Mr. TURNER of 

Texas. 

H.R. 3292: Mr. CROWLEY. 
H.R. 3359: Mr. CUMMINGS. 
H.R. 3360: Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia and 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 3361: Mr. MOORE, Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. 

OWENS, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. ROTHMAN, Mr. 
CAPUANO, and Mr. DOGGETT. 

H.R. 3422: Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 3476: Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-

fornia and Mr. UDALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 3480: Mr. PASTOR. 
H.R. 3539: Mr. MATSUI. 
H.R. 3574: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3602: Mr. VAN HOLLEN. 
H.R. 3615: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. CHANDLER, 

Mr. KUCINICH, and Mr. STRICKLAND. 
H.R. 3619: Mr. JOHN. 
H.R. 3634: Mr. CAPUANO. 
H.R. 3684: Mr. INSLEE and Mr. RYAN of Wis-

consin. 
H.R. 3804: Mr. PAUL. 
H.R. 3809: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3831: Mr. KING of New York. 
H.R. 3834: Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 3953: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

KELLER. 
H.R. 3965: Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3968: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 3988: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. ETHERIDGE, Mr. 

FILNER, Mr. GRIJALVA, and Mrs. JONES of 
Ohio. 

H.R. 4016: Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. 

H.R. 4022: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. DINGELL, Mr. 
OWENS, and Ms. HART. 

H.R. 4052: Mr. EMANUEL. 
H.R. 4094: Mrs. BONO. 
H.R. 4097: Mr. ORTIZ. 
H.R. 4103: Mr. BERMAN. 
H.R. 4107: Mr. BRADLEY of New Hampshire 

and Mr. CASE. 
H.R. 4116: Mrs. BONO and Mrs. MILLER of 

Michigan. 
H.R. 4130: Mr. DEUTSCH. 
H.R. 4131: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

ENGLISH. 
H.R. 4132: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

ENGLISH. 
H.R. 4133: Mr. DAVIS of Illinois and Mr. 

ENGLISH. 
H.R. 4155: Mr. TIERNEY. 
H.R. 4169: Mr. KUCINICH, Mr. KILDEE, Mr. 

HINCHEY, and Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. 
H.R. 4188: Mr. PAYNE. 
H.R. 4192: Mr. MATSUI, Mr. LANTOS, and Mr. 

KUCINICH. 
H.R. 4194: Mr. MARSHALL. 

H.R. 4230: Mr. EVANS and Mr. MARSHALL. 
H.R. 4264: Mr. CHOCOLA. 
H.R. 4290: Mr. STARK. 
H.R. 4341: Mr. BOEHLERT, Mr. FRANK of 

Massachusetts and Ms. SLAUGHTER. 
H.R. 4356: Mr. LARSEN of Washington and 

Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 4358: Mr. ROGERS of Michigan, Mr. 

HOEKSTRA, Mrs. MILLER of Michigan, Mr. 
UPTON, Mr. MCCOTTER, Mr. EHLERS, Mr. 
COBLE, Mr. GILLMOR, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
BALLENGER, and Ms. HART. 

H.R. 4363: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 4370: Mr. BROWN of South Carolina, 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, and Mr. BACA. 
H.R. 4380: Mr. WEXLER, Mr. DEUTSCH, Mr. 

CRENSHAW, Mr. PUTNAM and Mr. MEEK of 
Florida. 

H.R. 4391: Mr. HULSHOF. 
H.R. 4392: Mrs. KELLY and Mr. GORDON. 
H.R. 4413: Mr. RENZI and Mr. ENGLISH. 
H.R. 4420: Mr. JONES of North Carolina and 

Mr. GARRETT of New Jersey. 
H.R. 4435: Ms. LOFGREN and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 4449: Mr. PAYNE, Mr. MARSHALL, Ms. 

CORRINE BROWN of Florida, and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 4463: Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FARR, Mr. 

KUCINICH, and Mr. MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 4471: Mr. NEY. 
H. Con. Res. 366: Mr. LUCAS of Kentucky. 
H. Con. Res. 375: Mr. BROWN of Ohio, Ms. 

ESHOO, and Mr. STENHOLM. 
H. Con. Res. 390: Mr. CHANDLER. 
H. Con. Res. 396: Mr. FILNER. 
H. Con. Res. 418: Mr. EVANS and Mr. PITTS. 
H. Con. Res. 427: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. 

CUMMINGS. 
H. Res. 38: Mr. DICKS, Ms. LEE, and Mr. 

GRIJALVA. 
H. Res. 140: Mr. ANDREWS. 
H. Res. 267: Mr. HINOJOSA. 
H. Res. 596: Ms. ESHOO. 
H. Res. 621: Mr. RANGEL and Mr. PALLONE. 
H. Res. 633: Mr. FROST. 
H. Res. 646: Mr. HOEFFEL, Mr. KILDEE, and 

Ms. BALDWIN. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions as follows: 

H.R. 857: Mr. PICKERING. 
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